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Statement of Editorial Policy 
The philosophy of The Resister is 
straightforward: Individual rights, strict 
constitutional construction, limited re- 
publican government, nationalism, iso- 
lationism and freedom of enterprise; in 
short, the principles upon which 
America was founded. We oppose: S tat- 
ism, socialism, egalitarianism, democ- 
racy, internationalism, and the United 
Nations; in short, the ideologies of all 
tyrannies. 

Our goal is the restoration of the 
Constitutional Republic as it was origi- 
nally conceived and founded. 
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What will you do when they come to take your guns? 

When, in the not-too-distant future, the U S. bans the private possession of 
firearms and stages the Gun Raids to round up suspected gun owners, Earl Turner 
and his fellow patriots are forced underground. The hated Equality Police begin 
hunting them down, but the patriots fight back with a campaign of sabotage and 
assassination. As the struggle escalates an all-out race war occurs, with the gov- 
ernment enlisting the non-White minorities to put down the White rebels. Turner 
and his comrades suffer terribly, but their ingenuity and boldness in devising and 
executing new methods of guerrilla warfare lead to an eventual victory of cataclys- 
mic intensity and worldwide scope. 

This is the book which the FBI and the controlled media have been claiming is 
the "blueprint" for everything from the Oklahoma City bombing to the takeover of 
the U.S. government by "White extremists.” It is the "Bible" of the "racist right," they 
say. It is the book most hated and feared by the gun-control crowd. 

Too many things predicted in the book have been coming true, they believe, 
and they’re afraid that if more people read the book the rest of it also may come 
true Actually, says the author, the book is merely a vehicle, in the form of an 
exciting novel about urban guerrilla warfare and revolution, for his ideas about race 
and society. You'll have to read it for yourself to see who’s right. 

THE TURNER DIARIES 211 pages soft cover $12.95 + S&H 

Another blockbuster from the 
author of The Turner Diaries 

What should an honorable man 
do when confronted by evil? 

This second novel packs at least as strong a message. That message is: When an 
honorable man confronts evil, he must neither submit to it nor ignore it, but he must 
take up arms against it. That is what Vietnam veteran Oscar Yeager does in re- 
sponse to treason, degeneracy, corruption, and other evils in Washington, DC, with 
spectacular results. He declares war on the enemies of his people, and after that 
no politician, media liar, or other degenerate is safe from his bombs, silenced pis- 
tols, garottes, and other weapons. Oscar Yeager becomes a one-man death 
squad— until he is caught by a frighteningly ambitious FBI official and given a propo- 
sition he cannot refuse. Then he develops a new strategy and becomes even more 
violent and dangerous to everyone in his way 

HUNTER 259 pages soft cover direct from the author $12.95 + S&H 

SEX DIFFERENCES: MODERN BIOLOGY AND THE UNISEX FALLACY by Christen — 141 pp hard cover $34 95 
ALIEN NATION: COMMON SENSE ABOUT AMERICA’S IMMIGRATION Peter Brimelow-327 pp hard $23.95 
FRENCH REVOLUTION IN SAN DOMINGO— Story of Black massacre of Whites in Haiti 410 pp soft cover $9.95 
RACE by John Baker— By an Oxford scholar. Best comparison of Whites and Africans 623 pp hard cover $24.95 
IMPORTING REVOLUTION by Hawkins— U.S. leftist immigration leading to revolution. 209 pp soft cover $7.95 
BEHIND COMMUNISM by Britton— Exposes ethnic group behind communist movement. 94 pp soft cover $3.95 
SPECIAL TASKS by Sudoplatov— Soviet secret police (NKVD) leader reveals atrocities. 509 pp hard cover $24.95 
YOU GENTILES by Samuel— Leading Jew explains their aims and attitudes toward Gentiles. 221 pp soft cover $5.95 
TALMUD UNMASKED by Fr. Pranaitis— Catholic priest bluntly reveals Jewish lawbook. Ill pp soft cover $4.95 
NUREMBERG. THE LAST BATTLE by David Irving— Trial of NWO’s first victims 377 pp hard cover $34.95 
RACE, INTELLIGENCE, AND BIAS IN ACADEME by Pearson— Leftist & minorities run umvs 304 pp soft $17.50 
CAPTURED BY INDIANS— Actual eye-witness accounts by those who survived hell 378 pp soft cover $8.95 





really a 
gun-grabber? 

There’s more misinformation 
circulating among gun owners 
on this question than any other. 
If you want to discuss gun 
rights intelligently, you need the 
facts. They’re all in this book. 

"The first thing Hitler did when he came to 
power was round up all the guns." True or 
false? To answer this question the author of 
Gun Control in Germany, 1928-1945 dug up 
the official German statute books from the 
period in question so he could read exactly 
what the laws said about the ownership and 
carrying of firearms by Germans, both dur- 
ing the time Hitler headed the government 
and before. He wanted to know not only what 
Hitler's gun laws were, but also how Hitler 
had changed the gun laws that already ex- 
isted in Germany. Gun Control in Germany, 
1928- 1945 not only answers your questions 
about Hitler’s attitude toward gun ownership, 
it provides complete, facsimile reproductions 
of the Hitler and pre-Hitler gun laws, just as 
they appeared in German statute books, 
along with complete and exact English trans- 
lations of both Everything is spelled out 
clearly and completely on the laws for buy- 
ing, owning, and carrying both handguns and 
long guns. The next time you're in an argu- 
ment about gun control, know the facts Read 


CELTIC MYTHS & LEGENDS by Squire— Amazing pre-Christian Celtic stories 464 pp hard cover $9.95 

MYTHS OF THE NORSEMEN by Guerber— Rich detail on Thor, Odin, Yggdrasil, etc. 397 pp soft cover $10.95 
HISTORY OF THE VIKINGS by Jones— True story of greatest adventurers of all times. 504 pp soft cover $16.95 


this book! GUN CONTROL IN GER- 
MANY, 1928-1945 by William L. Pierce 

8!4”xH" 48 pp soft cover $4.95 + S&H 


THE ALAMO by John Meyers— Best account of fighting Mexicans to capture Texas 240 pp soft cover $9 95 
BEYOND GOOD AND EVIL by Nietzsche— Philosophy of race, peoples, gender, etc. 239 pp soft cover $10.95 


PERPETUAL WAR FOR PERPETUAL PEACE by Barnes-Our wars, a tool of NWO 740 pp soft cover $8.95 


Shipping & Handling: In the USA add 
$3.00 for first book, then 500 per book. 
Foreign Orders: For details send 
$2.00 for main catalog. 

Please print name and mailing 
address clearly. 

Send check or money order 
(no COD’s) to: 


Hours of reading enjoyment in my 72-page catalog 

CATALOG— Here are over 600 books and tapes that prove that our gun-control and 
crime problems are not just caused by well-meaning liberals The cause is much deeper 
than liberalism. The news media and politicians are not biased because they are igno- 
rant of the facts. All the facts in the world can't make a leopard change his spots I've 
selected the best and most reliable and trustworthy books from both underground and 
major publishers. Many of these you won’t be able to find anywhere else The famous, 
hard-hitting article, "Who Rules the Media?,’’ is included in every 72-page catalog. Send 
$2 for a catalog (or FREE with any order) 
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The law perverted! ...The law, Isay , not only turned 
from its proper purpose but made to follow and entirely 
contrary purpose! 

Frederic Bastiat 



As usurpation is the exercise of power which another 
hath a right to, so tyranny is the exercise of power 
beyond right, which nobody can have a right to. 
John Locke, 1681 


ence 


A Letter From the Editor 


HEY, 

WEINSTONE! 
WE GOT YOUR 
BOOKS! 

-or- 

More Antler Dancing 

I n the last issue I remarked that 
The Resister’s research library 
had “snagged” a healthy chunk of 
an old (and mercifully dead) 
Comintern agent’s personal library. 
His name was omitted because there 
was still the chance that the ADL, or 
its minions, could intercept the col- 
lection. The Red official “just hap- 
pened to be” Jewish, and reminding 
people that most of the Communist 
Party USA’s Soviet commissars “just 
happened to be” Jews is “anti- 
Semitism.” Lord knows, nobody at 
The Resister wants to be called Bad 
Names. That would hurt our feelings. 

Now that the collection is safely 
in hand, his name was William W. 
Weinstone. Weinstone had worked in 
the top echelons of the CPUSA since 
its founding in 1919. He was a 
Lithuanian Jew, born in Vilna, and 
his parents arrived in America dur- 
ing the first exodus of Jews from the 
Pale following the Russian pogrom 
aimed at crushing Jewish socialist and 
nihilist revolutionary activities. He 
became active in radical Socialist 
“causes” while a student at City Col- 
lege of New York, a century-long 
hotbed of Jewish Bolshevism since its 
founding in the early 1900s. His ac- 
tivism thrust him to the highest lev- 
els of the CPUSA by the end of 1919, 
and by 1921 he headed the New York 


District, a position he maintained until 
1927. When Party leader Charles 
Ruthenberg (who “just happened to 
be” a Jew) died in 1927, Weinstone 
made his move to lead the Party, lost, 
but managed to salvage his position 
as head of the New 
York District. When 
the Communist Inter- 
national (Comintern) 
sent Boris Mikhailov 
(aka: G. Williams) to 
reorganize the Party 
in 1929, Weinstone 
was appointed to a 
four member Secre- 
tariat responsible for 
the task. Following the October 1929 
plenum, during which the Comintern 
selected Earl Browder (who “just hap- 
pened to be” a Jew), Weinstone was 
dispatched to Moscow, after his elec- 
toral bid for mayor of New York City 
failed, to be the Party’s Comintern 
representative. He remained there 
until 1931. In 1930, Weinstone 
helped draft the Comintern’s position 
on the “Negro problem” which out- 
wardly called for Negro “self-deter- 
mination” as a propaganda theme, but 
in reality detailed the “anti-discrimi- 
nation” agenda of the civil rights 
movement. Weinstone returned from 
the Soviet Union in July 1931, and 
by November 1931 he was in Wash- 
ington D.C. delivering speeches to 
the Communist organized “hunger 
marchers.” Returning to New York, 
he began plotting to replace Earl 
Browder as Secretary General of the 
CPUSA. 

At the 1932 plenum, Weinstone 
reported on behalf of the Comintern, 
and began competing with Browder 
for leadership of the Bonus March. 
Weinstone demanded that the Work- 
ers Ex-Serviceman’s League disasso- 


Lord knows, nobody 
at The Resister wants 
to be called Bad 
Names. That would 
hurt our feelings. 


ciate itself from the Bonus March 
organizers’ “right wing elements” if 
CrUSA could not direct the march. 
Browder deferred the matter to the 
Comintern, which ruled in favor of 
his weaving Communists into every 
leadership position in the Bonus 
March. Defeated, Weinstone was 
send back to Moscow where he stayed 
until 1934. He was then dispatched 
by the Comintern to 
Detroit as district or- 
ganizer for the Trade 
Union Unity League; 
there, he made im- 
pressive gains infil- 
trating auto industry 
unions and the CIO 
with Communists. By 
1937 he was state 
secretary of the 
Michigan Communist Party. How- 
ever, by 1938, factionalism within 
UAW caused him to be removed for 
“Right tendencies” for not being criti- 
cal enough of Roosevelt’s “progres- 
sivism” and for allowing “outlaw 
strikes.” (Strikes not organized or 
controlled by Communists.) The 
problem was that Weinstone was at- 
tracting too much attention to Com- 
munist influence in the CIO. He was 
placed in the Party’s educational ap- 
paratus, suffered Party criticism for his 
carelessness, but remained a True 
Believer, and a CPUSA apparatchik the 
rest of his crummy Destroyer life. 

So, now The (“too stridently anti- 
Communist”) Resister has 
Weinstone ’s Communist books. They 
make quite a collection. Thumbing 
through them is eerily akin to read- 
ing a current mainstream newspaper 
or news magazine. Many of them are 
signed. It’s like having an autograph 
book of all the major “American” 
Communists. Why, here is one, Im- 
perialism Today by Gus Hall, 
autographed by none other than “Gus 
Hall” (in reality, Avro Mike Halberg, 
who “just happens to be” a Jew): “To 
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Comrade William Weinstone: With 
a deep sense of admiration and 
comradship [sp] . In the rush of every 
day things, life does not present op- 
portunity to express ones apprecia- 
tion to comrades and co-workers. So, 
for myself and for the Party, let me 
take this opportunity to express a sin- 
cere appreciation for your great, his- 
toric contributions to the struggles of 
our class, to Marxism Leninism and 
to our Party. We have all learned to 
receive from you so we expect more 
— I’m sure we will.” That last sen- 
tence is about as candid a summation 
of communism as I can imagine. 

Here is a beauty, Recent History of 
the Labor Movement in the United 
States: 1918 - 1939, which contains a 
creditable history of Weinstone’s ac- 
tivities with the CIO in Detroit.There 
is no single author, it was written by 
a collective: “To dear com. W. 
Weinstone, the revolutionary, 
bolshevick [sp], participants of the 
struggle for socialism from the (in- 
decipherable) of the collective of the 
authors.” It is signed by Nic 
Mostoretz (as best I can make out, 
the long hand is Cyrillic in origin). 
Another gem, Victory and After , by 
none other than Earl Browder, pub- 
lished in 1942, already talking about 
the United Nations, which our “his- 
tory” books do not tell us is what the 
Allies called themselves during 
Roosevelts War. Earl’s effeminate sig- 
nature is scrawled across the title page. 
Then there is American Foreign Policy 
and the Cold War , by Herbert 
Aptheker, Marxist theoretician for the 
CPUSA and signed by same. “For my 
dear friend, Will. With warm regards, 
Herbert.” A treasure, The German Ide- 
ology, by Marx and Engels, published 
by the CPUSA in 1939, with 
Weinstone’s own signature on the 
frontispiece. 

Another coup: Included in the 
Weinstone collection were several of 
Alex Bittelman’s books. Bittelman was 
also a CPUSA charter member, who 
materialized out of the Jewish Fed- 
eration in 1920 (just a coincidence!). 
He was never involved in mass work. 
Instead his specialty was interpreting 
the Comintern and CP Soviet Union’s 
crazy quilt policies. He served on the 
Comintern from 1929 to 1930, when 
he went to India as the Comintern’s 
representative. Expelled by the Brit- 
ish, his return to New York was 


greeted by exile to Southern Califor- 
nia. However, in 1934 he returned to 
New York for work in the Agitprop 
Department. He remained in leader- 
ship positions within the Party until 
1959, when he was expelled for ex- 
pressing views at odds with Party or- 
thodoxy. 

One Bittelman treasure is Recon- 
struction: The Battle for Democracy , by 
James S. Allen, one of the Party’s spe- 
cialists on the “Negro problem” and 
Comintern representative to the Phil- 
ippines. He signed: “To Comrade A. 
Bittelman: With revolutionary greet- 
ings, James S. Allen, September 24, 
1937.” 

There are stacks of the stuff. I of- 
ten wonder why Communists and 
their sympathizers in America were 
not simply taken out and shot. But, 
then, that would have been another 
“holocaust,” wouldn’t it? 


Post Oafish 

L ast issue I remarked that my 
unceasing computer problems 
caused over a week’s delay in 
getting that issue to the printer. Fi- 
nally delivered to the ______ 

printer, they had to 
-clear jobs that they 
had taken ahead of 
mine because I was 
late. (That was fair.) 

While TR is at the 
printer all the prepa- 
ration work for mail- 
ing is done, 
correspondence is 

caught up on, staff - — 

work cleared, and 
month old “call me instantly — it’s 
important!” phone calls are returned. 
The last thing to be done before the 
child labor is flogged in to sack and 
box is “feeding” the postal meter. 
Postal meters have rules. They change 
every time you use them. 

After about twelve hours of listen- 
ing to children wail about “unfair la- 
bor practices” they were ready to ship. 
A glitch in scheduling prevented the 
TRs from getting to the Post Office 
on the date of the postmark. In the 
past that had not been a problem. But 
the Post Office I normally take my 
bulk mail to refused to accept it. “It’s 
postmarked for Fayetteville,” was the 


Women love 
regulations, they 
obviate the necessity to 
think, decide, or take 
responsibility for 
either. 


excuse. I responded, diplomatically, 


“What the f***? I’ve been bringing it 
here for years!” Oddly, that did not 
seem to help matters. Back on the 
road to the Fayetteville Post Office. 
“Oh, we can’t be take doze, dey a day 
late!” Thousands of dollars in post- 
age sitting on the loading dock — 
frozen in time and space. 

Flashback: One of the continu- 
ously fluctuating rules about postal 
meters is that the randomly fluxed rule 
is enforced as if it had been in force 
since the beginning of time, unless 
you’re dealing with White people. 
There was a reason I used to use an 
out of town post office. All its em- 
ployees are White. I was a day late 
with them once last year. “No prob- 
lem... You know, why don’t youjust 
leave the date off?” Brilliant! That 
worked until I was once forced to take 
the mail to the Fayetteville Post Of- 
fice. “Dere be no date, deze be 
deelayed ‘till we’z date em.” Which 
was a lie, because the “returns” came 
back with no date. 

Back to Present: Into the 
Fayetteville bulk mailing office while 
SFC Mosby guarded the truck and 
mail. They were all females. My skin 
began to crawl. Worse, the female in 
charge was a 
Negress. I knew I 
was doomed. Reason 
finds no purchase in 
a vacuum. Volumes 
of regulations were 
consulted. (Women 
love regulations, they 
obviate the necessity 
to think, decide, or 
take responsibility for 
either.) Phone calls 
were made. Finally, 
“Juss cross out de date.” Mosby and I, 
felt-tip armed, slogged through stacks 
ofTR crossing out the date. Later that 
afternoon I got a call. (You see it com- 
ing, don’t you?) 

“You gonna haf’ta put new tapes 
on de eb’lopes, de sup’vizer sed 
crossin’ out de date no gooh.” It was 
“okay” though, because they could 
have zero postage with the correct 
date. Defeated, I called Pitney-Bowes 
and ordered thousands of tapes to be 
sent overnight, billed to my account. 
(Another woman) “Oh, sure, and 
you’ve got the Brooklyn Bridge for 
sale too.” 

“Just send me the damn tapes — 
woman!” 
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“There’s no need to get upset, sir!” 
“I’m not upset! Ymfuriousl Send... 
the... tapes!” They arrived the next 
morning. Hours and thousands of 
meter tapes later (it was okay, because 
there was no postage) I took the tapes 
with the new date to the bulk mail- 
ing “holding area.” Hours and a half 
dozen bulk mail bins later the tapes 
were attached. 

“Uh huh, deez be okay, but de not 
be ship today wif de weekend an’ all.” 
(It was Friday afternoon!) “I want 
to speak with a White man,” I said 
calmly, summoning every remaining 
shred of politeness I could muster. 
(Incomprehension.) 

“You know, somebody who looks 
like me, and is in charge.” 

“Oh (giggling — she thought I 
was joking), dayz all in meetin’s an 

“No they’re not, they’ve fled.” 

I was going to make a comment 
about understanding perfectly why 
White men “go postal,” when I re- 
membered that it is a felony to state 
the obvious on federal affirmative ac- 
tion turf. 

And that is why the last issue was 
three weeks late. 


Donations 

T he Resister’s efforts to secure 
and preserve anti-Communist 
books from obscurity or de- 
struction at the hands of Friends of 
the Library, and the rewriting of his- 
tory under the hands of the Ministry 
ofTruth, has netted some gems. One 
supporter sent almost a complete set 
or john Dewey’s works (first edi- 
tions!). Granted, Dewey was the early 
20th century guru of the “public edu- 
cation” mind-mangling and “social- 
izing” of children. But no words 
condemn him, and no ideas damn 
him more thoroughly than his own. 

“A retired Army supporter” sent 
some invaluable books from his per- 
sonal library. One in particular, a 
priceless treasure, is the almost un- 
obtainable White America by Earnest 
Sevier Cox, first published in 1923. 
Long ago purged from public view 
by the Marxist censors of Friends of 
the Library, Cox’s White America de- 
tails the history of the inevitable col- 
lapse into ruins of civilization when 
Whites exist in close proximity to, and 


become racially admixed with, non- 
whites. A brief quote: 

“The courage and intelligence 
which we have called into service in 
establishing our civilization must be 
used in its preservation. It maybe that 
we shall be called upon to use still 
greater courage and ability in the lat- 
ter than in the former. We have in 
our midst increasing millions of a cul- 
turally inferior race, in the presence 
of which the white man’s civilization 
has never survived. On our south- 
western frontier there 

are a still larger num- ■ ■ ■ 

ber of the culturally 

inferior, wholly alien W I want tO Speak with a 
to our race and insti- Whke man _. Y OU 
tutions, whose pres- 

ence led the foremost know, somebody who 
ethnologist of his day look§ Uke and i§ in 
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ing of critical words being hidden to 
all but the initiated. Ask a Leftist to 
define his explicit terms. The inevi- 
table response will be, “If you don’t 
know I wont tell you!” Does that 
sound familiar? 


Hello? Am I Alone Here? 


S 

Q 


(Alexander von 
Humboldt) to cast 
the gloomy prophecy, 

‘The United States 
shall absorb Mexico and crumble to 
pieces.’” (Page 90.) 

you 


charge.” 


our 

and 


Now, look around you at 
nomenklatura dictated “tolerant’ 
imposed-at-gunpoint “diverse” soci- 
ety and posit the contradiction to the 
above. America was infinitely better 
off when Whites were “racists.” 

Another donation (among others) 
was A Gommunese - English Dictionary 
by professor Roy Colby, dated 1972. 
Readers know my private joy at dis- 
assembling the Left’s lexicon while I 
write, and while A Communese - En- 
glish Dictionary did not provide any 
surprises, it gave me a “warm and 
fuzzy” to see that I was on the right 
track, and that somebody before me 
recognized that subversion of the 
English language has been a standard 
“Left” tactic since that filthy swine 
Marx began scribbling his vile 
screeds. Believe me; when you reject 
in its totality the Left’s lexicon, a stark 
intellectual reality obscured by de- 
cades of “public education” brainwash- 
ing and “news media” propagandizing 
unfolds before you. 

I have remarked that when those 
ignoramuses known as “conservatives” 
use the Left Lexicon to deny what- 
ever accusations the Left is currently 
hurling at them, they have already 
surrendered. “Communese” is a code 
language of euphemism and innuendo, 
designed to evoke emotional re- 
sponses instead of thought, the mean- 


everal readers have expressed 
some confusion about The 
Resister’s layout. Frankly, I 
thought it was pretty 
. obvious; but, then, I 

created the layout. 
The bottom line is 
that I designed The 
Resister’s layout for 
my convenience. 
However, I found 
some of the com- 
ments about it rather 
amusing, so I figured 
it was appropriate 
fodder for comment. 

Some of the remarks have centered 
around the amount of “white space” 
that follow articles. “Put something 
in there to fill it up” is the usual sug- 
gestion. Now, when I read a maga- 
zine or a journal I do not want to stop 
reading and “jump” to the back of the 
publication to continue (“continued on 
page... whatever” is called “jump” — 
I learned all these neat publishing 
terms as I went along). My convic- 
tion is that “jump” exists to draw one’s 
attention to the intervening advertise- 
ments, not to convenience the reader 
by squashing the first few pages of 
main articles into a contiguous sec- 
tion and continuing them where it is 
least convenient to finish reading 
them. Therefore, because I am incon- 
venienced by “jump,” and I do not 
lurch for the phone to order some- 
thing that annoyed me as I was jump- 
ing, I don’t use “jump” in The Resister. 
Ask yourself this question: Is there 
any doubt where a Resister article 
ends? 

“Fill the space with ads,” is another 
helpful suggestion. Okay, I’ll just 
whip out my magic ad-wand and 
miracle ad revenue into existence. I 
sell ad space, but that it my decision, 
based on my valuation of the product. 
Has anybody else noticed that the 
volume of ads in any randomly se- 
lected publication appears to be in- 
versely proportional to the quality of 
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its articles? Want to know why? 
(What follows is a publishing secret, 
and if it gets out other publishers will 
be angry with me, so, don’t tell any- 
body .) Advertisers in mainstream pub- 
lications pay all the publication’s 
revenue; single issue prices and sub- 
scriber fees are merely quaint pre- 
tenses to the notion that the 
“consumer” is buying something. Any 
magazine you buy off the rack in a 
grocery store could just as easily be 
simply handed out for free at the 
check-out counter. The bills were paid 
and profit made long before it went 
to press. You see, the thing about ad- 
vertisers is that they want some “in- 
put” to the magazine’s editorial 
content for the expressed purpose of 
attracting “the right sort of buyers” to 
their advertised product. When, for 
example, was the last time you read a 
review of a new gun in a gun maga- 
zine, proffered for testing by the full 
page, inside cover manufacturer’s ad, 
that said, “This gun is a piece of s***!” 
You can be sure that when you see an 
ad in The Resister that I have seen it, 
used it, read it, met and talked to the 
person, or there are items of selected 
value in its catalog ( caveat emptor). 

“Put quotes in the white spaces,” 
is a favorite. That suggestion has some 
merit, until you start running out of 
inspiring quotes. Do you really want 
to keep seeing the same quotes, over 
and over, every issue? The quotes in 
each section mast (another neat pub- 
lishing term meaning, that top part 
with the picture and quotes that be- 
gin each section, such as, “Periodic 
Intelligence Report”) are different. 
They were selected because they set 
the “tone” for that section and within 
The Resister as a whole. I suppose, 
though, that I can bend a little here. 
If I find a particularly eye-catching 
quote I’ll stick it in white space. 

Another general comment is, “You 
need pictures.” Oh, for Christ’s sake 
people! Don’t you get enough of that 
while staring at the flickering elec- 
tronic mob-god and the supermarket 
slicks? The idea behind The Resister 
is to get you thinking and begin the 
de-indoctrination process (one can 
truly de-indoctrinate only oneself), 
not to entertain. Besides, pictures ap- 
peal to emotions, not thought. 

Here is one helpful suggestion we 
hear often: “You need to appeal to a 
larger audience.” No we don’t. One 
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of The Resister’s purposes is to fo- 
ment anti-Communist, anti-egalitar- 
ian, and anti-democracy political 
unrest in the military. I think we’re 
starting to have some small, but no- 
ticeable, impact. If it appeals to a 
larger audience that is fine by us, but 
we’re not going to go after them. 

Mail Hell 

M ail is processed, and there 
fore magazines and books 
are shipped, once per 
month. Amazingly enough, that is 
why everything connected with The 
Resister bears the notice, “Please al- 
low five weeks for delivery.” You can 
write every day asking where some- 
thing is that you ordered last week. 
Mail will still get handled once per 
month. So, depending on when your 
mail arrived relative 
to Mail Hell (no, I 
will not tell what day 
of the month that is), 
you may get your or- 
der at any time be- 
tween one and five 
weeks, give or take a 
few days. And (sit 
down, this is shock- 
ing) because mail is 
handled only once 
per month that means 
(are you sitting?) Bank 
Day happens — that’s 
right! — once per 
month. 

Let’s try a best case 
scenario. Your request 
arrives the day before Mail Hell 
yawns. Within seven or so days you 
are a happy camper. Lucky you. 

Now, the worst case. Your request 
lands the day after Mail Hell closes. 
It’s going to sit unopened — along 
with all your urgent wherizits — un- 
til the day before Mail Hell yawns 
yet again. And guess what I get to 
deal with the next Mail Hell? An- 
other wherizit that was mailed (ac- 
cording to historical precedent) a day 
or two before you get your stuff. 
Which means I have to stop being 
tormented in the hell that holds me 
at the moment, as a Fresh Hell un- 
folds while I try to decipher whether 
your latest wherizit is OBE (Over- 
come By Events) or a legitimate com- 
plaint. Joy. 


I’ve been getting stoned with que- 
ries from people asking why the vol- 
ume and number on their issue doesn’t 
match that on the mailing label. Let’s 
say your sub began with volume IV 
number 4, and your label reads vol- 
ume V number 3. Your last issue was 
volume V number 1. You are holding 
volume V number 2 in your hands 
even as you read this. You now pos- 
sess three sequential issues in your 
four issue subscription. Quiz: What 
does the volume and number on your 
label tell you? Raise your hand if you 
know the answer — anybody? Any- 
body} 

Another exquisite joy is trying to 
decipher illegibly scrawled addresses. 
For 1 am a patient and tolerant man. I 
understand that handwriting is no 
longer a graded subject in school be- 
cause grades create inequalities and 
are therefore bourgeois and oppres- 
sive. So, I radiate 
happiness, the milk 
of human kindness 
flows unabated, all 
those around me 
bask in my warmth, 
children sing and 
small animals come 
to sit at my feet, when 
I have to stop and 
slog through vol- 
umes of zip codes to 
reverse engineer an 
address. 

One of my hob- 
bies is memorizing 
the mailing list, and 
getting to know each 
subscriber on a first 
name, personal basis. So, when I get 
a renewal letter with no return ad- 
dress signed “Jim” I know exactly to 
whom to credit the renewal. I hum 
to myself, “Okay, Jim, no problem,” 
and everybody within earshot knows 
how happy it makes me that “Jim” 
renewed his sub. 

Mail Hell is a fun, happy place. I 
like to share its contentments with all 
about. 

How Much?! 

ell, starting with Volume 
V, Number 1, The Re- 
sister went to 100 pages 
instead ofbimonthlyaswas suggested 
as an alternative several issues ago. 


So... all those around 
me bask in my 
warmth, children sing 
and small animals 
come to sit at my feet, 
when I have to stop 
and slog through 
volumes of zip codes 
to reverse engineer an 
address. 
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The problem is that that expansion 
resulted in a per copy printing cost 
increase of over 40 per cent. That’s 
right, folks. Going from an 80 page 
magazine to a 100 page magazine 
costs that much. 

There is an old saying: “Freedom 
of the press belongs to those who own 
the press.” I’m rather fond of that say- 
ing, because, objectively, it’s true. So, 
until some philanthropist decides to 
dump a huge pile of cash on The 
Resister, or donates an offset press 
(have you priced one of those?) with 
everything else needed to print a 
magazine, we re faced with a decision 
that is based on the pure logistics of 
publishing a magazine that is not ad 
revenue dependent. Decrease the 
quality of the material, or increase the 
subscription price. 

Option one would keep the vel- 
lum cover but reduce the paper qual- 
ity to 20 lb bond. The Resister 
wouldn’t have that pleasing “heft” is 
now has, but at least it wouldn’t be 
printed on cheesy newsprint. Option 
two would increase the subscription 
rate to S50 in anticipation of further 
expenses. I am loath to reduce the 
current quality of The Resister, so in 
all probability the subscription rate 
will have to be increased. I am also 
loath to increase the subscription 
price, but logistics are driving me into 
that lonely place called “a corner.” 
(That place, folks, is where the hard 
decisions are made.) I’m willing to 
accept comments and suggestions. 
Please keep them brief. A postcard 
will do nicely. 

Don’t panic. For now the sub rate 
will stay at $35 (the break-even 
point). I am not a mail order birth- 
day cake salesman with a con-artist’s 
“genius” for bilking millions from stu- 
pid Jewish women who are financ- 
ing our deracination in the name of 
“tolerance.” I am a soldier at war 
against our Destroyers. Soldiers usu- 
ally end up foraging to live and strip- 
ping the dead of their ammunition to 
fight, while con artists like Morris 
Dees amass tens of millions by sell- 
ing birthday cakes through the mail 
for the expressed purpose of destroy- 
ing America. 

I am reminded of the story of the 
British lieutenant who, given his or- 
ders to attack, turned to his men and 
said, “Men! I am going to take that 
trench; would any of you care to join 


me?” He never looked back and over 
the top he went. The lieutenant never 
made it. His platoon took the trench. 

Just letting you know that logis- 
tics drives the operation here. Choose 
sides. I’m over “the top” already. 

Bookcases 

B ookcases are wonderful things. 
They hold books. However, 
they appear to be designed 
with certain weight limitations. 
Those weight limitations are not in- 
cluded in the instructions. Imagine my 
dismay, then, as I watched, speech- 


less, in horrified fascination, a book- 
case collapse under the weight of the 
books it was holding. A cautious side 
glance at the other bookcases. Will 
they also revolt? So far they soldier 
on. Only one mutiny. The casualties 
are now stacked against the wall. 
Refugees. Homeless. Volumes sepa- 
rated from their kin. Like kind mixed 
randomly with unlike. Teetering pre- 
cariously, threatening rebellion. What 
a mess. 


THE BEGINNINGS 

by 

Rudyard Kipling 

It was not part of their blood, 

It came to them very late 

With long arrears to make good, 

When the English began to hate. 

They were not easily moved, 

They were icy-willing to wait 

Till every count should be proved, 

Ere the English began to hate. 

Their voices were even and low, 

Their eyes were level and straight. 

There was neither sign nor show, 

When the English began to hate. 

It was not preached to the crowd, 

It was not taught by the State. 

No man spoke it aloud, 

When the English began to hate. 

It was not suddenly bred, 

It will not swiftly abate, 

Through the chill years ahead, 

When time shall count from the date 
That the English began to hate. 
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From 

Readers 

Y ou quite properly rant against 
the idiocy and rudeness of far 
too many netizens, but these 
annoyances can be alleviated. To avoid 
idiot content one need only direct 
ones attention to worthy sites. On in- 
advertently stumbling into a digital 
wasteland or deconstructionist night- 
mare one need only backtrack, redi- 
rect, or hit the “delete” key. Analogous 
to the “off” button on our 
Talmudvision, the computer “delete” 
key serves to dump unwanted jokes, 
deconstructed content, and megabyte- 
sized image files. Better still, using 
the e-mail filters in modern software 
— [sigh] I know, I know, but learn- 
ing to use these features is no more 
onerous than walking the length of 
library stacks — will delete those files 
automatically and you need never be 
troubled. 

Such effort pales in significance 
when weighed against the singular 
benefit of the internet. The internet 
is a principal tool in freedoms armory. 
I argue that our guns are indispens- 
able weapons in our armory; the 
internet is equally such. 

The internet facilitates encypted 
communications, including commu- 
nication among resistance cells and 
underground government and the use 
of privatized systems of anonymous 
digital cash and gold transfers to off- 
shore accounts in bank secrecy ha- 
vens. When productive people find 
safe harbor for our money which 
stands proxy for the irreplaceable 
hours of our lives spent earning it, the 
machinery of the leviathan commu- 
nist state can be starved of its fuel. 
The State takes our lives hour by hour, 
in bits and pieces, the death of a thou- 
sand cuts, and it is up to us to save 
our own lives and the lives of the 
ones we love. 

Strong encryption over the internet 
and on our home machines is the way 
we can, should, and hopefully will 
choke the flow of our money and 
other property to government, re- 
claiming the hours of our own lives. 
A sensible use of e-commerce can 


shave costs off our retail purchases 
by finding the cheapest source and 
even avoiding the costs of business 
taxes hidden in retail prices. Such 
smart shopping leaves us more money 
in our pockets to pursue life, liberty, 
and happiness as we see fit. Naturally, 
the astute will beware of Y2K dan- 
ger, insecure credit card servers, key 
escrow, back doors, Trojan horses, 
weak or compromised encryption 
software and hardware as assiduously 
as one avoids reporting cash transac- 
tions to the tax-man or patronizing 
the CIA-operated banks in the Car- 
ibbean. 

These wondrous internet tools are 
as available, useful, and, some have 
opined, as underutilized as our fire- 
arms. Naturally learning to utilize 
these good benefits requires effort 
commensurate that 
spent pondering a 
worthwhile bound 
volume. Users must 
beware of corporate 
complicity in the de- 
sign of hardware and 
software that compro- 
mises our privacy and 
independence. Be- 
ware too that these 
benefits of the internet 
have not been lost on 
our Masters. They 
struggle prodigiously 
to control the internet. What day goes 
by that we do not suffer demonizing 
rants against “hate sites,” “kiddie 
porn,” “chat room predators,” and 
calls for government access and 
internet taxes and surcharges to re- 
place lost tax revenues? 

Be not mistaken. That boxed sili- 
con brain on your desk can strike 
blows every bit as effectively as the 
7.62 NATO and .50 BMG long-dis- 
tance balloting devices you fondle. 
Learn to love them and use them. The 
Tree of Liberty thirsts. 

Your faithful and admiring corre- 
spondent, 

Tho. Jefferson 

Monticello VA 


done when the power went out ( almost 
daily) ? When I was a sniper instructor at 
Special Warfare Center everybody was 
yapping about the “need” for laser range 
finders. I have a stereo- coincidence range 
finder. Guess who can use their range 
finder in rain, fog, smoke and through 
interven ing vegetation ? There arrives a 
point where technology becomes a hin- 
drance, not a help; where it consumes time 
and effort , not eases it. I'm sure the 
internet is a magical place. It holds no 
wonderment for me. Talk about 
INFO WAR ? Pull the plug. SMB. 

A math problem that will not 
be used in a Dewey Camp. 
Albanian refugees require X 
kg of supplies per day. The average 
NATO soldier requires Y kg of sup- 
plies per day. Because of the limits 
on the road and rail 
networks of Albania 
and Macedonia, 
100,000 Albanians 
are relocated out of 
the staging area for 
the invasion of 
Serbia. 

How many 
NATO soldiers can 
be brought into the 
staging area? 

SGT Keller 
Ft. Benning, GA 

S o now were being told that 
public opinion polls are begin- 
ning to support the use of 
Ground Troops in Kosovo? I truly 
believe that if a public opinion poll 
had been taken during Apollo 13, 
there would have been an over- 
whelming response from the Great 
Unwashed of, “Just stop, turn around 
and come home!” No doubt accom- 
panied by a pause to spit tobacco juice. 
“The People” probably think that the 
10th Mountain Divison is made up 
of troops actually trained and 
equipped for mountain warfare. 

SSG “E. Thomas” 
Fort Drum, NY 


“The People” probably 
think that the 10th 
Mountain Divison is 
made up of troops 
actually trained and 
equipped for 
mountain warfare. 


All right, I will adm it to being a bit 
of a throwback. But when I was the As- 
sistant Operations Sergeant for the acti- 
vation cell for 3d SFG(A), wh ile 

computers 

I was doing my paperwork on a manual 
typewriter. Guess who still got their work 


everybody was clamoring for 


B y starting an undeclared war the 
President and Congress have 
again made clear their con- 
tempt for the Constitution of the 
United States. The President and his 
congressional rubber stamps march to 
a United Nations drummer and ig- 
nore their oath to defend the Consti- 
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tution against all enemies, foreign and 
domestic. 

There are no enemies of the Con- 
stitution in Kosovo. But the US gov- 
ernment is full of them. Fortified with 
corruption and dishonor, the Presi- 
dent and Congress, backed by the 
Establishment media, deliberately 
engender decadence in America to 
make us subservient to the destruc- 
tion of our sovereignty — a primary 
UN objective since its founding. 

On 7 June 1776, Richard Henry 
Lee of Virginia moved Congress that, 
“these united colonies... ought to be 
free and independent states... absolved 
from all allegiance to the British 
crown/’ John Adams seconded the 
motion. Today no one can doubt the 
allegiance of the present US govern- 
ment to the 1990s version of the 
“British crown.” 

Like our Forefathers in 1776 we 
confront “a long chain of abuses and 
usurpations... designed to reduce them 
under absolute despotism, it is their 
right, it is their duty to throw off such 
government....” 

The officers oath does not require 
obedience to the president. Officers, 
do you stand with the “Crown” or 
with the Americans? 

Charles Wiggin 
USN, Retired 
Fortson,GA 

B eing employed by the “civilian 
authorities” in New York City, 
I’ve had the experience of deal- 
ing with the Reds. I was assigned for 
several years to a unit that dealt with 
large gatherings, from the annual tree 
lighting at Rockefeller Center to the 
“riots” at Tompkins Square Park. 

It always struck me as odd that 
they would, almost invariably, refer 
to their adversaries as “fascists” and 
almost never use the epithet “nazi.” 
As I’ve become a bit more politically 
aware, it became evident that during 
and after the Second World War the 
Soviets never referred to National 
Socialist Germany as such, rather, 
used the term “fascist.” I would guess 
you couldn’t have one type of social- 
ist badmouth another type, though 
they are enemies. 

L .J. Alberts 
New Hyde Park, NY 

Perhaps I can clear this up for you. 
The epithet fascist” is intendedfor any- 


body who is White, exercising legitimate 
authority, and preventing the barbarian 
class from running rampant. The scream- 
ers of that epithet ( almost always nihil- 
ists) are not calling you an advocate of 
government regulation of private prop- 
erty. Rather, it's a swear word. Its closest 
equivalent is “moth erf*****. ” The epithet 
“nazi” is for use against Whites who ad- 
vocate White racial identity and unity; 
it has nothing to do with economics. 
However, you have to have some public 
prom inence before you qualify for that 
brand because only comm issars with ac- 
cess to their media get. to use it. It's re- 
served you see. SMB 


Y our book review, “jungle 
Snafus...” (Vol.V, No.l) cer- 
tainly hit home. I was Deputy 
Director of the US Army 
Counterinsurgency Support Office 
(CISO), which supported the 5th 
Special Forces Group 
(Airborne) Civilian 
Irregular Defense 
Group (CIDG) pro- 
gram from inception 
to close (1963 - 
1975). I encountered 
the very problems — 
and many more — you 
outlined. In the 28 
years straight I stayed 
in the Orient (1946 


There are no enemies 
of the Constitution in 
Kosovo. But the US 
government is full of 
them. 


1975) I often 
wondered how anything was ever ac- 
complished. Without the innovation, 
common sense, and expertise of our 
NCOs, things would have been 
snafu’d exponentially. 

Some examples: 

1) Natick wasted three years and 
$5 million trying to develop a dry ra- 
tion for our CIDG (Montagnard) 
troops. We couldn’t wait, so I made a 
“PIR” ration for $200 or so in my own 
kitchen on Okinawa, out of my own 
pocket. Rice-based, it provided around 
2600 calories, weighed 22 ounces, and 
cost $1.05 per day. Despite dire pre- 
dictions, no one got salmonella or 
diarrhea — except Natick Labs when 
we shipped over 40 million rations 
in 8 years at a savings of around $80 
million. 

2) “Indig” Rucksack: The US Spe- 
cial Forces rucksack cost over $30 and 
had more straps than Madeline 
Albright. We made one for our 
CIDG for $2.80. Three pockets, map 
pocket, shoulder straps with sleeves 


(for padding), and a belly band. 
Simple, eh? 

3) Natick added a red “destruct” 
button to the HT/D radio. In no time, 
our erstwhile CIDG pushed the red 
button — 2000 times! With our re- 
quest for 2000 replacement resistors, 
I asked Natick Labs to eliminate the 
button. They disapproved. My next 
message to JCS, SecDef, DA, and 
God, stated we would, if necessary, 
destroy said radio by smashing against 
the nearest tree, crushing with a rock, 
stomping it to death, or shooting it 
full of holes. Its replacement, the HT / 
E, had no button. 

4) Batteries: The old Army BA- 
30 zinc flashlight battery required 
refrigeration to keep its charge dur- 
ing storage. By the time they got to 
our camps in the jungle they were half 
“flat.” Simple solution; we changed 
to alkaline batteries, and they kept 
their charge to keep our ATI radios 
________ going. 

5) Machetes: The 
US Army “cane cut- 
ter” catches on every 
vine and doesn’t chop 
hard wood very well. 
My short “bolo” was 
cheaper and did a bet- 
ter job. [I use a Brit- 
ish Army issue 
1—1 “parang.” SMB] 

6) Knives: There were not enough 
K-Bars to meet our needs — and some 
missions dictated the use of “sterile” 
equipment. I designed the SOG and 
5th SFG(A) knives. The Japanese 
steel was lousy, but at least we got 
the troops some tools, and they are 
collector’s items today. (Incidentally, 
I finally authorized production in the 
US of the 35th anniversary knife sets 
out of ATS-34 steel now being dis- 
tributed by Beck’s Cutlery of Selma, 
North Carolina.) [You are welcome 
for the free plug, Beck’s. SMB] 

7) Generators: The US Army 
lOkw Gen. Set. is an air cooled, gaso- 
line engine. The engine blows up in 
10 - 15 days when you install it in an 
underground, mortar-proof bunker. 
We substituted Japanese diesel, wa- 
ter-cooled engines, some of which 
lasted three years of constant duty — 
and diesel was much safer than gaso- 
line. 

Steven, I could go on and on — 
$100 airdrop containers instead of jet 
wing-tanks, short sleeved shirts for 
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camp wear (Abrams hated me — I 
put a federal stock number on them!); 
M-2 Carbines vs. shotguns and .45 
“grease guns” for our “Little People.” 
And you are certainly right about the 
LAW. When Lang Vei was overrun 
most of their LAWs failed. 

As I write this, our Marines are 
invading Monterey, California, on the 
pretense of “anti-terrorist” training. 
Our dumbed-down, brainwashed citi- 
zenry uttered nary a peep. Why am I 
not surprised? I for one deeply ap- 
preciate your efforts to de-indoctri- 
nate our young soldiers. We 70 
year-olds can only offer our support 
and experience. 

Keep your Point out and your Six 
covered. 

Conrad Baker 
Hillsborough, CA 

T he reason I wrote is because I 
missed the issue in which you 
explain what a “Dewey 
Camp” is. Would you please repeat 
your definition for the benefit of us 
newcomers? 

Second, having served under many 
World War II combat veterans in the 
Michigan NG (1949 - 1953) and the 
US Army (1953 - 1955), I was 
pleased to see you describe field sol- 
diers in comparison to garrison sol- 
diers, who made our lives as miserable 
as they could with their constant ha- 
rassing chickens***. I cant remember 
any of them who were worth a damn. 
The combat veterans I’ve known 
would second what you wrote about 
them. 

TR is the best patriotic publica- 
tion I have seen. I want to thank you 
and your staff for the guts and patrio- 
tism it took to publish TR. 

Elmer Stevenson 
Clinton Twp., MI 

On behalf of the editors and staff 
thank you for your kind remarks. 

A Dewey Camp is a public school (and 
increasingly today , private schools fall 
into the same category). John Dewey 
(along with JohnB. Watson) is often re- 
ferred to as the “ Father of Modern Edu- 
cation. ” Both Dewey and Watson were 
Marxists. Watson advanced the obscene 
notion of extreme environmentalism 
known as Behaviorism; in other words , 
environment alone is responsiblefor hu- 
man behavior ; also known as biological- 
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egalitarianism y which denies that human 
traits are heritable (i.e. y genetic in ori- 
gin). Dewey translated Behaviorism into 
the practice of education theory which 
transformed schools in America into 
egalitarian brainwashing camps instead 
of institutions of learning. Dewey fur- 
ther advanced the notion that the pur- 
pose of public schools is to “socialize” 
children , not educate them. It has cer- 
tainly worked. Now White children be- 
have like Negroes ( we call them “wiggers” 
in North Carolina ) y cannot do sunple 
arith?netic y know nothing about our 
nations history , and have the cognitive 
intelligence of household pets. But they 
feel good” about themselves and have 
“high self-esteem” SMB. 

Speaking of Public 
Education... 

T here were numerous letters in 
response to last issue’s “Ethi- 
cal Decision Game.” No 
single letter stood out, but all were 
along the same lines: If there is a gun 
confiscation they will fight it out as 
individuals, or in 
some instances with a 
trusted friend. Very 
brave. Also very stu- 
pid. 

I know the issue of 
gun confiscation is an 
emotionally charged 
one. So I suppose it 
follows that our lone 
publicly educated he- 
roes are emoting their 
responses to the issue 
like women, instead 
of thinking through 
the problem like men. 

(Yet another reason 
why schools should 
be segregated by sex, 
and females should 
never be permitted to 
teach male children.) 

Because most of 
the letter writers re- 
sponding to the gun 
confiscation EDG 
seem to have been 
able to mouth the words, but did not 
read what was said, let me simplify 
what was written. I will even put it in 
public school “English.” 

I have done gun confiscation. I 
know how it works. If you fight back 


you will die. So, keep one good army 
gun and its ammo. Give up your 
nickel and dime junk. “They” will go 
away happy. You still have your army 
gun. Wait for adult supervision. 

One writer asked, rlease define 
adult supervision.” Adult supervision 
is defined as, “guys like me who know 
what they are doing;” who know how 
to plan, organize, impose order, in- 
still discipline, establish a chain of 
command, and otherwise turn a 
ragged mob of “fiercely independent” 
civilian “militiamen” rabble into sol- 
diers and effective partisans. If you 
think for an instant that guerrillas are 
free-for-all gang of “fiercely indepen- 
dent” civilians instead of disciplined, 
obedient soldiers you are in for a very 
rude awakening. If anything, guerril- 
las require more order, discipline, and 
obedience than standing armies. Spe- 
cial Forces Underground’s survey of 
so-called “militia” in America today 
indicates that if they were to be re- 
lied upon we would be utterly 
doomed. They are, however, useful 
distractions while adults are going 
about their work. 

And while I’m on 
the subject, let’s look 
at “leaderless resis- 
tance.” I don’t know 
what fool came up 
with that notion, and 
I don’t particularly 
care. The idea may 
scare ignoramus’ like 
Morris Dees and 
Destroyers like 
Abraham Foxman, 
the stupid women 
who send them 
money and the mo- 
rons in the Estab- 
lishment propaganda 
media, but when pro- 
fessionals hear about 
that idea it is met 
with nothing but de- 
rision and contempt. 
Noble sentiments and 
impossibly twisted 
rationalizing about 
that concept aside, 
the idea behind 
“leaderless resistance” is nothing but 
anarchy and banditry, as the history 
of “The Order” demonstrates. They 
accomplished exactly nothing. And 
nothing times “innumerable leader- 
less cells” still equals nothing. 


Adult supervision is 
defined as, “guys like 
me who know what 
they are doing;” who 
know how to plan, 
organize, impose 
order, instill discipline, 
establish a chain of 
command, and 
otherwise turn a 
ragged mob of 
“fiercely independent” 
civilian militiamen 
rabble into soldiers 
and effective partisans. 
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NOW AVAILABLE... 

A Book You 
Will Want To Read... 

WHO 
SHALL 
ASCEND? 

Fr. James F. Wathen, O.SJ. 

A Treatise on The Catholic Faith 
& The Conciliar Church 

A Companion Book to The Great Sacrilege by the Same Author 

Chapters dealing with. ..the Dogma of Faith, Moral Responsibility, Charity Sr 
Justice, Pacifism & the Morality of War, Socialism, the Demise of Communism, the 
Second Vatican Council, the Conciliar Popes, Sedevacantism, the present duty of 
Catholics, and other subjects — 680 pages, in paperback. Both Who Shall Ascend? and 
The Great Sacrilege are essential reading for serious-minded Catholics. 

• Who Shall Ascend? $35.00 (P&H $3.00) 

• The Great Sacrilege $10.00 (P&H $1.50) 

• You can receive both titles for $40.00 (P&H $4.50) 

USE THE COUPON BELOW, ORDER BY CHECK OR MONEY ORDER 

Yes, please send me: copies of Who Shall Ascend? 

copies of The Great Sacrilege 

NAME 

STREET ADDRESS 

CITY STATE ZIP 

Enclosed is my check or money order for $ 

Payable to: PRIORY of ST. JOHN the BAPTIST Book Fund 
3014 S. Third Street 
Louisville, Kentucky 40208 
Phone (502) 637-3839 / Fax (502) 634-9530 

Book(s) will be sent immediately. This flyer may be copied; selling these books is an apostolate for us. 
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No mans life , liberty, or property is safe while the 
legislature is in session. 

Judge Gideon J. Tucker 

Editorials 



The Highest art in the world cannot guild socialism . 
t is impossible to make beautiful the denial of liberty. 

Auberon Herbert 
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MUZZLING THE 
MILITARY (AGAIN!) 

-or- 

I Told You So! (Again.) 

by 

SFC Steven M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 

For several years now The Resister, issue after issue, has been hammering 
home the distinction between a nonpolitical army, as envisioned by our 
Founders, and an apolitical army, as established by the Department of De- 
fense and our Destroyers in that pivotal Year of the Destroyers, 1947. When 
the Berlin wall “came down” in 1989, that was not symbolic of the Wests 
victory over communism, it was a blatant demonstration that Communists 
had triumphed in the West and no longer needed the Walls differentiating 
symbolism. Look around you. Every single plank of the Communist Manifesto 
is cemented in federal “law.” In the names of “social justice,” “peace,” “the 
environment,” “the Children,” or “equality,” (choose your dung), that great 
drooling Beast, “the People,” demanded it, voted for it, or sat stupidly on their 
thumbs and watched it happen. Our apolitical military is now waging war 
against a sovereign, White, Christian European nation at the behest of anti- 
Christian “internationalists” and anti -White “multi culturalists” while those 
butt-puppets known as general officers flap their apolitical jaws parroting the 
Party Line. Its easy to be apolitical when you are a moral coward. 


Nonpolitical Versus Apolitical 

O ne more time, for the record. 
A nonpolitical army is one 
that does not become in- 
volved m politics. An apolitical Army 
is one that is not concerned with poli- 
tics. That distinction has nothing to 
do with mere semantics, as our mor- 
ally spineless, ethically gutless, femi- 
nized, Communist slogan swallowing 
and regurgitating apolitical Starred 
Cowards (flag rank “officers,” i.e., 
generals and admirals, for the benefit 
of our new readers) would lead you 
believe. 

Nonpolitical literally means, “Not 
political... One who is not involved 


in politics.” (OED, 

2nd ed.) “Involve,” in 
that context means, 

“To include or affect 
in its operations.” 

(Ibid.) What is ex- 
cluded, therefore, by 
law in our political 
process, is the hold- 
ing of a political of- 
fice by an active duty 
military officer, and — — ■ ■■■ - 1 
what is thus not affected (“...the state 
or disposition....” Ibid) within the 
body politic is partisan militarism. 
Being nonpolitical does not mean that 
officers of the standing Army cannot 
hold , or express, in person or in writ- 


...those butt-puppets 
known as general 
officers flap their 
apolitical jaws 
parroting the Party 
Line. 


ing, political opinions. Nor does it 
mean that officers in the standing 
Army cannot act upon those opinions 
as officers in the standing Army. South- 
ern secession is a case in point. As 
states seceded, officers from those 
states resigned their commissions in 
the United States Army and returned 
to their states to assume commissions 
in the Confederate Army. Definitely 
not an apolitical act. 

Back then, however, men were not 
feminized eunuchs. Men still had a 
burning sense of honor and the cour- 
age of their convictions. In today’s 
apolitical Army, being a man and pos- 
sessing the qualities of honor and 
conviction makes one a positive men- 
ace to the Establishment. 

Apolitical literally means, “De- 
tached from, not interested in or con- 
cerned with, political issues or 
activities.” (Ibid. Emphasis added.) 
“Concern,” in that context means, “to 
interest oneself with, in, about... or 
trouble oneself....” (Ibid. Original 
emphases.) Therefore to be “not... 
concerned” with politics means to take 
no interest in and be untroubled about 
politics. Think about that for a mo- 
ment. 

Now, think about the implications 
of an apolitical army 
in relation to the oath 
all soldiers and offic- 
ers in the United 
States military take to 
protect and defend 
the Constitution 
against all enemies 
foreign and domestic. 
When juxtaposed the 
oath to defend the 
'' " ■■■ Constitution, the no- 
tion of an apolitical Army sworn to 
do so is an oxymoron. Metaphorically, 
that is the equivalent of a bank guard 
bravely halting robbery in the lobby, 
while being unconcerned with and 
giving a wink and a nod to embezzle- 
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ment behind the counter. The Con- 
stitution of the United States is not 
just some ink-smeared parchment. It 
is objective law which binds the fed- 
eral government to observe, in the ex- 
ercise of those powers delegated to it 
by the several states , those philosophic, 
economic, and legal principles that 
guarantee the life, liberty and prop- 
erty of free men equally. Just as en- 
emies foreign upon invading America 
deny men the rights to their lives, lib- 
erty and property by force, so do en- 
emies domestic upon attaining 
political office usurp delegated power 
to deprive men their rights to their 
lives, liberty and property by force of 
“law.” Taking an oath to defend the 
Constitution means that one has taken 
an oath to also uphold and defend 
those philosophic, economic and le- 
gal ideals that underpin the Consti- 
tution, otherwise the oath is devoid 
of meaning. Soldiers used to be taught 
these philosophic, economic and le- 
gal underpinnings during civics in- 
struction, by officers who used to 
bring with them, following their 
commissioning from the service acad- 
emies, a sense of duty to the nation, 
personal honor and patriotism. They 
used to be taught this, until the Army 
became apolitical. 

It is difficult to pin down precisely 
when the apolitical rot set in. It was 
certainly during the F.D. Roosevelt 
administration, because military civ- 
ics manuals before 1933 dearly de- 
nounce, in plain English and in no 
uncertain terms, democracy and com - 
munism (as if there was a distinction) 
and atheism; the latter being the 
breeding ground of the former two. 
From my collection, beginning in 
1941 draftees were issued Soldiers 
Handbooks that unmistakably refer to 
the United States as a democracy and 
that the purpose of US entry into The 
War to Save Stalin was to fight for 
“democracy” and Roosevelts blatantly 
socialist “Four Freedoms.” During 
mobilization the Communist Party 
USA ordered Party members into the 
military as officers, while a generation 
of young men who had their minds 
mangled with notions of “democracy” 
and “social justice” in the Ivory Womb 
swarmed into Officer Candidate 
School; “liberals” one day, “officers” 
90 days later. 

After the establishment of the ci- 
vilian-run Department of Defense in 
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1947, during an administration hope- 
lessly infected with Communists and 
their “liberal” fellow travelers that 
Truman inherited from Roosevelt, we 
detect a decided shift toward the no- 
tion that the military is “apolitical.” 
That notion was dictated from within 
the DoD. And officers who objected 
were “retired,” relieved, or otherwise 
put out to pasture. By 
the early 1960s, offic- 
ers who dared to pub- 
licly discuss victory 
over communism 
were subject to offi- 
cial censorship and 
relentless media 
hounding. Rendered 
spineless by the 
whimsy of careerism 
in a politicized mili- 
tary, officers learned 
to become not con- 
cerned with politics. 

The military had in- 
deed become apoliti- 
cal, and therefore a 
positive menace to the 
defense of this nation. 

Its officers and sol- 
diers are nowmutter- 
ers of an oath the meaning of which 
utterly eludes them. I offer as proof 
the professional literature. 

Now comes a March 1999 com- 
mentary in Proceedings , the journal of 
the US Naval Institute. 

Synching Down the Muzzle 

T he commentary in question 
was entitled, “Honor in Uni- 
form,” by retired Lieutenant 
General Terry Scott, director of the 
National Security Program and ad- 
junct professor at the John F. Kennedy 
School of Government at Harvard 
University, and active duty Lieuten- 
ant Colonel Tom Greenwood, 
USMC, assigned to Harvard as a 
National Security Fellow. Their com- 
mentary, which we may accept as 
nomenklatura dogma espousing apo- 
litical muzzling of the military, was 
in response to several outspoken let- 
ters to the editor and opinion pieces 
by officers denouncing the conse- 
quences of remaining apolitical while 
America was floundering in the so- 
cialist cesspool. 

Following the impeachment hear- 


ings of our nomenklatura s demonstra- 
bly “first Black president”, Bill 
Clinton, several junior officers, who 
had more spine, honor and integrity 
than their craven “superiors,” pub- 
lished denunciations of their Com- 
munist in Chief. There followed a 
vicious Department of Defense cam- 
paign to silence expressions of politi- 
cal disgust within the 
military, and punish 
those who dared 
break ranks with the 
deafening silence of 
the Starred Cowards. 
There also followed 
hand-wringing “con- 
cerns” by apparatchiki 
in the national fish- 
wraps that the mili- 
tary was “too 
conservative,” “too 
White,” “too Chris- 
tian,” and the ulti- 
mate horror, “too 
masculine,” and was 
therefore not a “re- 
flection of America.” 
Why “liberals” were 
demanding the mili- 
tary should (further) 
become “moderate,” Colored, atheis- 
tic and feminine was never mentioned. 
But clearly, opposition within the 
military had to be muzzled. On most 
military installations Officer Profes- 
sional Development (OPD) classes 
were held and the attending officers 
were told in no uncertain terms to 
shut up. At Fort Bragg, North Caro- 
lina, “Honor in Uniform” was passed 
out to drive home the point. 

GEN Scott and LTC Greenwood 
begin their commentary by telling us 
what they think about the American 
public who are “watching to ensure 
that the armed services do not break 
faith with the nation they are sworn 
to protect.” “Break faith with the na- 
tion” is an interesting phrase coming 
from these two apolitical officers. 
What are dissenting soldiers and of- 
ficers accused of breaking faith with? 
They give us their answer: “After all,” 
the authors continue, “it was the obei- 
sant silent majority — the ‘J oe 
Sixpacks’ — who in the 1960s ignored 
domestic politics and quietly dis- 
charged their duty in Vietnam....” 
[Emphasis added.] Obeisant means 
obedient, submissive, deferential. Per- 
sonally I find it difficult to take issue 
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Constitution, 
otherwise the oath is 
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with authors’ choice of adjective de- 
scribing the “silent majority” (they 
mean Whites) given that a nation is 
in essence an extended mono-racial, 
mono-cultural ethnic group with 
shared customs, ethics and mores, and 
given that American Whites had sur- 
rendered their national bequeathment 
to Coloreds in a blindly stupid fit of 
obeisant egalitarianism and “toler- 
ance,” and then in equally stupid obei- 
sance swallowed the “liberal” 
Establishments Big Lie and allowed 
another generation to be decimated in 
another Council on Foreign Relations 
no-win “Club Project” designed to 
prove there is no chance of victory 
over communism. The authors’ re- 
mark that “Many of these same 
Americans are asking why things 
should be different today.” In other 
words “Americans” are asking, I was 
a dolt, so why shouldn’t everybody else 
be? The authors respond, “They have 
a point.” 

Scott and Greenwood warn that 
“respect and admiration for our men... 
in uniform will erode if active-duty 
officers view the impeachment pro- 
cess as an invitation to engage in public 
politics.” [Emphasis added.] The 
meaning of “engage in” is to entangle 
or mix up in an undertaking. Dissent- 
ing letters to the editor do not con- 
stitute being “engaged in” public 
politics, nor have active-duty officers 
ever “engaged in” public politics. 
Never mind that the term “public 
politics” is a redundancy. What GEN 
Scott and LTC Greenwood have done 
here is set up a straw man. They pro- 
ceed to knock it down in their next 
paragraph. 

After expounding on the oath to 
support and defend the constitution, 
the authors state that said oath binds 
the oath taker to, “...commitment to 
nonpartisan behavior.” That is a lie. 
The oath explicitly commits the oath- 
taker to partisanship in strict Consti- 
tutional construction, and to oppose 
anyone or any organization as an en- 
emy domestic who would subvert that 
which is to be upheld and defended. 
Otherwise, again, the oath has no 
meaning. Having knocked down their 
straw man, GEN Scott and LTC 
Greenwood proceed to urinate on the 
Constitution, and the republican prin- 
ciples of this nation framed therein, 
by extolling, “...the democratic values 
enshrined in the Constitution....” 


[Emphasis added.] GEN Scott and 
LTC Greenwood are either intellec- 
tual mountebanks or willful propa- 
gandists. Because nowhere in the 
Constitution can the word nor the 
concept of democracy be found. Yet 
they continue: “An officer’s allegiance 
is to democratic principles and ideas... 
[serving] the American people and 
those precious beliefs encapsulated in 
the Constitution.” In point of fact, 
were the General and the Lieutenant 
Colonel as knowledgeable in the po- 
litical history of the founding of this 
nation as they are skilled at propa- 
gandizing for its destruction at the 
behest of their Bolshevik masters in 
the Ivory Womb, they would know 
that democracy as a political system 
was reviled and excoriated by all the 
men who framed the Constitution, 
and that there is a definite absence of 
“democratic principles or ideas... en- 
capsulated in the Constitution.” 
There follows two paragraphs dis- 
cussing loyalty and fidelity which no 
professional soldier would dispute (a 
neat propaganda technique — sup- 
porting lies with a 
truth which is then 
used to introduce 
new lies). They then 
continue: “Profes- 
sional fealty is the 
foundation of the so- 
cial contract officers 
sign with the nation.” 

[Emphasis added.] 

Now, when the adjec- 
tive “social” is com- 
bined with any noun, 
the noun is rendered 
meaningless. “Con- 
tract” has objective 
meaning. “Social con- 
tract” has no mean- 
ing, other than what 
the speaker wants it 
to have in whatever shifting context 
he gives it; it is purely subjective — 
and decidedly socialist. A contract 
incurs obligations on all parties sign- 
ing it. But because a “social contract” 
is a nonexistent, and because an indi- 
vidual cannot sign a contract with an 
abstraction (i.e., “the nation”), what 
GEN Scott and LTC Greenwood are 
expressly stating is that the fealty of 
officers must be subordinated to the 
democratic (and therefore unconsti- 
tutional) whims of the mob (who 
were largely and intentionally left dis- 


franchised at the beginning of the 
Republic — said mob’s whims being 
now first manipulated and then ar- 
ticulated by our democracy’s propa- 
ganda media) not to their oath to the 
Constitution. An oath is: “A solemn 
or formal appeal to God... in witness 
of the truth of a statement, or the 
binding character of a promise or 
undertaking.” [OED, 2nd ed.] The 
authors’ propaganda technique is to 
use the vacuous “social contract” to 
denounce political dissent (i.e., con- 
tradicting the whims of the mob) by 
officers, then conclude, “It is not 
enough for officers to internalize the 
oath...”, as if their alleged “social con- 
tract” and the oath were identical! 

It Gets Worse 

T he authors then provide what 
they describe as “the rules of 
our military culture,” which 
they claim have been “handed down 
from one generation of soldiers to the 
next.” Which generations they do not 
say, but the following 
notions definitely 
postdate the early 
1960s and the purg- 
ing and muzzling of 
anti- Communists 
within the military. 

“Rule #1: Good 
Officers Show Re- 
spect for the Uniquely 
American Political 
Process. ’’The authors 
describe three things 
as the “texture of do- 
mestic politics.” 
“The rule of law, 
sanctity of the ballot 
box, and consent of 
the electorate .” (!) 
[Emphasis added.] 
In other words, GEN Scott and LTC 
Greenwood artfully devolve from the 
truth, to a quibble, to a blatant lie. In 
the Declaration of Independence the 
Founders clearly stated that govern- 
ment derives its just powers from the 
“consent of the governed .” And who 
was consenting to be governed? Not 
that mob called “the People,” rather 
the propertied. Those who did not 
need government for any purpose 
other than to protect their rights in 
common from force or fraud. Thus 
their “consent” [which means, “Ac- 
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cord of minds; agreement; unity of 
opinion... to yield to what one has 
the power...” (Webster, 1832)] to be 
governed by representatives chosen 
among themselves for their common 
propertied interests. What made the 
American political process unique was 
that any freeman could, by his own 
merits through the exercise of his lib- 
erty, acquire property and thereby] oin 
the property rooted enfranchised — 
those who were consenting to be gov- 
erned. However, the “uniquely 
American political process” the gen- 
eral and the lieutenant colonel are 
referring to is the very antithesis of 
the founding principles of this nation. 
By their substitution of the word 
“electorate” for “governed” they are 
referring to nothing less than univer- 
sal suffrage and democracy; the his- 
torical rally cry of communism and 
“class struggle.” Coming from a pro- 
fessor and a fellow of the J.F.K. 
School of Government at Harvard we 
should not be surprised. 

But in “Rule #1” the author’s save 
the worst for last. “Americans elect 
the civilian leaders they want...” they 
write, and officers “are expected to be 
faithful to whoever wins.... Officers 
must ensure they are as prepared to 
salute a socialist or libertarian Presi- 
dent as they are a Democrat or Re- 
publican.” [Emphases added.] Note 
the default assumption of electing 
“leaders” instead of representatives. At 
least GEN Scott and Lieutenant 
Colonel Greenwood are consistent 
with das unausgezetz 

Fuhreiprinzip brainwash advanced by 
the Establishment propaganda media. 
I don’t know about you, but I have yet 
to met a politician who could lead a 
starving wolf to meat. Das 
Fuhrerpr inzip is, however, consistent 
with democracy (defined by The Re- 
sister as: The demand by the stupid 
to rule the intelligent because the stu- 
pid outnumber the intelligent), which 
is, at its squabbling special interest 
group oriented core, totalitarian. Re- 
ferring to elected thieves as “leaders” 
is bad enough. To contend, however, 
that officers “must ensure they are as 
prepared to salute a socialist” as they 
are a politician of any other affilia- 
tion flies in the face of any rational 
meaning behind swearing an oath to 
defend the Constitution which is, in 
its every underlying principle, anti- 
socialist. Saluting any socialist, includ- 


ing the one in the White House to- 
day, is a violation of one’s oath. And 
following the orders of any socialist, 
including the one in the White House 
today, is TREASON. 

Remember folks: The notion that 
socialists are just another political 
camp that should be regarded identi- 
cally — and equally apolitically — 
came from retired Lieutenant Gen- 
eral Terry Scott, and active-duty Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Tom Greenwood. 
Those two could have equally spo- 
ken for the Prussian Junkers who 
apolitically and obeisantly followed 
deinen Fiihrerbefehlen because it wasn’t 
their place to be concerned with poli- 
tics. They discharged 
their orders profes- 
sionally. (They were 
punished anyway, un- 
der the newly minted 
charge of “war 
crimes,” which has 
always meant waging 
war against Commu- 
nists. But it’s different 
if you are a Commu- 
nist; then being apo- 
litical means you are 
fulfilling your “social contract” obli- 
gations j That their screed “got ink” 
in an officially sanctioned professional 
journal means the senior chain of 
command was sending a message to 
those who still retained a shred of 
personal honor and integrity. I mean, 
if you are an apolitical scut, you can’t 
have honorable, nonpolitical subor- 
dinates. They make you look bad. 

GEN Scott and LTC Greenwood, 
having shot their propaganda bolt 
with Rule #1, proceed to obeisantly 
hop back and forth on their perch 
parroting Army Chief of Staff, Gen- 
eral Dennis Reimer. Their “Rule #2” 
specifies that “Good Officers Are 
Public Stewards Who Serve Their 
Juniors.” (Calm down, old-timers; I’m 
way ahead of you.) Let’s examine the 
first half of that execration first. My 
best recollection is that this brain- 
washing theme began when Colin 
Powell was Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff. [For somebody who 
laments the slave history of his people 
(something I, personally, if it were my 
people, would stop reminding their 
former masters about), Colin Powell 
is nonetheless enthusiastic about pro- 
moting subservience (i.e., servile sub- 
ordination, or obsequiousness) in the 


exalted name of unpaid toiling for the 
“public good” in inner cities. (Oh, no; 
he’s not a Communist.) If I were 
given a choice between Whites en- 
gaging in manditory “volunteering” 
to slavishly clean up and repair the 
squalor Negroes inevitably create, or 
Negroes toiling in the fields, I would 
chose the latter. At least plantations 
made a profit!] Todayyou cannot pick 
up any of the propaganda rags the 
military publishes without some 
mouth-breather extolling the ecstasy 
of “selfless service,” or the “virtue of 
public service.” Steward means ser- 
vant, albeit one who is trusted and 
who has responsibility for other ser- 
vants. Servant means 
“person... who is in 
the service of a mas- 
ter... one who is un- 
der obligation to work 
for the benefit of a 
superior, and to obey 
his... commands.” 
[Emph asis added; 
OED, 2nd ed.] Ser- 
vice, in that context 
means, “...the fact of 
serving a master.” 
[Ibid.] The insidiousness (and so- 
phistication) of this brainwashing 
theme is that, in the literal sense, of- 
ficers are stewards, and soldiers are 
servants. But the invidiousness of this 
brainwash lay in the use of the adjec- 
tive “public” to describe the master of 
said martial stewardship and service. 
Because the obligation incurred by 
military service by officers and sol- 
diers is to the “master” they swore an 
oath to defend, the Constitution , not 
the whims of “the Public” or those 
elected criminal gangs who “lead” the 
mob, or those filthy polls that define 
“will of the people.” As with the word 
“social,” when the adjective “public” 
precedes a noun, in this case “stew- 
ard,” it renders the word stewardship 
utterly meaningless. That flag and 
field grade officers advance the no- 
tion that officers are “Public Stew- 
ards,” and the fact that other officers 
and their soldiers mindlessly parrot 
that scandalous obscenity, gives you 
an indication of just how morally de- 
generate and ethically debased the 
officer corps of the United States 
military has become. 

Consider the second part of GEN 
Scott and LTC Greenwood’s “Rule 
#2:” “Good Officers... Serve Their 
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Juniors.” Serve (in the same context 
above, because the authors give us no 
other context to consider) means, “...to 
perform the duties of a servant.” The 
authors’ statement is nothing less than 
an inversion of traditional military 
hierarchy. They have substituted the 
ageless concept that the martial duty 
of officers to ensure the training, 
readiness and general welfare of their 
subordinates with the notion that said 
duty makes them servants of their 
subordinates; which makes their sub- 
ordinates the officer s master! An of- 
ficer from the Imperial Russian Army 
would recognize that idea instantly. 
When combined with the fantasy of 
“public steward,” “serve their juniors” 
expresses nothing less than the de- 
mand that officers submit unquestion- 
ingly and apolitically to the Soviet 
authority of the Bolshevik Venno- 
Revoliutsionnyi Komitet , or 

Milrevkom. (Military- Revolutionary 
Committee — today more delicately 
called, Department of Defense, which 
is hopelessly infected with eunuchs, 
females and minorities. Retention of 
the White male War Department was 
deemed too “imperialist” and “antago- 
nistic” toward our Communist “en- 
emies.” Now we wage “peace” 
without declaring it first — White, 
Christian Serbia being the latest ex- 
ample.) Dissent, according to the au- 
thors, against Milrevkom and the 
morally opprobrious behavior of its 
civilian masters, “reflects professional 
disenchantment and intellectual arro- 
gance,” neither of which, we are ad- 
monished, “belong in the military.” 
“Professional disenchantment” was 
a fascinating choice of words for GEN 
Scott and LTC Greenwood to use. 
Because “disenchantment” means to 
be free from a magic spell, or illusion. 
And officers awakening from and 
then denouncing what professional 
magic spell, what illusion, do GEN 
Scott and LTC Greenwood denounce 
as “intellectual arrogance?” Try the 
realization, by honorable officers, that 
their continued “public service” not 
only violates their oath to defend the 
Constitution, but their awakening to 
the fact that it is destroying the na- 
tion. Speaking publicly about it, in 
however an unfocused or imperfect 
manner, is called by the authors, “in- 
tellectual arrogance.” Never mind that 
clear thinking distinguishes itself from 
arrogance. Eventually, given that 


GEN Scott and LTC Greenwood 
speak for our nomenklatura, those 
honorable officers who, in the future, 
express political dissent, will likely be 
declared insane — as were those who 
dissented against communism in the 
Soviet Union. 

Not satisfied with merely lauding 
das Fiihrerprinzip and the egalitarian 
miracle of the Milrevkom , the gen- 
eral and lieutenant colonel have one 
more rule for us. “Rule #3: Good Of- 
ficers Understand the Terms of Per- 
missible Political Participation.” The 
authors engage in a long, sniveling 
quibble-fest describing what is appro- 
priate, some of which is supportable 
(and to be honest, 
reasonable — like I 
said, they shot their 
bolt early) by existing 
regulations. Their di- 
lemma is that said 
regulations were 
written during the 
1960s to protect 
Communists within 
the military. And now 
that young anti- 
Communist officers 
are starting to rear up 
on their hind legs like 
men, instead of apo- 
litical eunuchs like 
GEN Scott and LTC 
Greenwood, those regulations are no 
longer considered sufficient to quell 
political dissent. Officers are admon- 
ished to “disavow their political af- 
filiations...” and to “err on the side of 
discretion.” In other words, shut up. 

In their concluding paragraph the 
authors admonish their more prin- 
cipled readers, “...when the gap be- 
tween personal standards and 
institutional requirements becomes ir- 
reconcilable — resignation is the only 
honorable option. Those in uniform 
who cannot keep their dislike for the 
Commander-in-Chief out of the pub- 
lic domain need to demonstrate the 
depth of their conviction.” That is a 
very neat piece of work. The authors 
take the recognition by many officers 
that “something” is fundamentally 
wrong about America today — how- 
ever unfocused the officers’ percep- 
tion or imperfectly they express their 
views about what is wrong — and 
that their very military careers are a 
daily violation of their oath to defend 
the Constitution, and dismiss that 


emerging awareness by those honor- 
able officers as ad hominem “dislike” 
for the President. 

Our Nomenklatura is 
Frightened to Death 

Ofwhat? Anti-Communist dissent 
within the military. Why? To be blunt, 
our Communist nomenklatura fear that 
anti-Communists within the military 
may begin to look around them with 
too jaundiced an eye and (correctly) 
conclude that we will never vote our 
way out of socialism and then ponder 
the possibility of a coup d ’ etat. as a 
viable alternative to 
the “democratic pro- 
cess.” They might 
view that as a means 
of rescuing what re- 
mains of our nation 
from the devolution 
into barbarism and 
degeneracy that is in- 
herent in the democ- 
racy our nomenklatura 
created. 

Is a coup d' etat far- 
fetched? Maybe. 
However, a senior 
editor (and secret ad- 
mirer of The Re- 
sister) of a nationally 
renowned news magazine recently 
sent me a letter saying he prayed 
nightly for the emergence of an 
American Pinochet. Chile’s General 
Pinochet simply threw out Commu- 
nist government with the rest of 
Chile’s trash. I cannot say I blame that 
editor, or others who have expressed 
the same sentiments. The military 
certainly has a history of “getting 
things done.” 

You cannot help but reflect how 
the history of the 20th century would 
have changed had, say, the Royal 
Army stormed Parliament in 1914 and 
“dispersed” them after their declara- 
tion of war on Germany, rounded up 
all the troublemakers who had 
brought them to that point and then 
deported them (another Diaspora!); 
then killed every member of the 
Fabian Society before petitioning His 
Majesty for pardon. Or if the Impe- 
rial Russian Army had staged a coup 
d' etat after Tzar Nicholas II abdi- 
cated in March 1917, and summarily 
killed every socialist, Bolshevik, ni- 


...those honorable 
officers who, in the 
future, express 
political dissent, will 
likely be declared 
insane — as were 
those who dissented 
against communism 
in the Soviet Union. 
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hilist and anarchist they could lay 
their hands on before reinstalling the 
Tzar. One thing is certain; the “ho- 
locaust” (or shoah ) would have dated 
from 1917, not 1945. And what if das 
Junker herrschaftum, und deine 
Wehrmacht , had renounced 
apoliticism and staged a coup d ’ etat 
in 1933, then summarily killed every 
Communist and Nazi they could grab 
before reinstalling das Kaiserhaus} 

They couldn’t though. Those were 
apolitical armies. 

What about us? I omitted the 
United States Army in the above idle 
speculations because the US military’s 
oath to defend the Constitution is a 
very modern development. In fact, it 
dates from the establishment of — you 
guessed it — the Department of De- 
fense. Which brings us full circle. 
This was just when the corruption of 
the Constitution by the Supreme 
Court took hold. 

You see, the oath to defend the 
Constitution dates from the time 
when Communists, and their fellow- 
travelers, were so thoroughly imbed- 
ded in government and the Supreme 
Court (who began “interpreting” the 
Constitution in Marxist terms), that 
making the military swear an oath to 
defend the Constitution and proclaim 
apoliticism was deliberately intended 
to rope them in as “change agents” 
for “social justice” (read communism). 
Just one example: In 1947, The Su- 
preme Court ruled that it was “un- 
constitutional” for individuals to 
discriminate in the sale of their pri- 
vate property (meaning it was tnen 
“constitutional” for government to 
regulate private property acquisition, 
use and disposal); the DoD then dic- 
tated to the military that it could no 
longer truck with private businesses 
that “discriminated,” and following 
hard on the heels of that “successful 
reform” so-called “civil rights” groups 
trashed the very concept of private 
property and freedom of association. 
All the while, the military was “de- 
fending the Constitution” at the be- 
hest of the Supreme Court by 
undermining its very foundations 
based on their “rulings.” 

The imminent peril to our 
noinenklatura is that a small minority 
of our officers and soldiers understand 
that sacred oaths taken voluntarily 
incur non-debatable obligations and 
duties, both in ideology and praxis. 


The most diligent among the oath 
takers will actually read what it is they 
took an oath to defend. The most in- 
telligent among those will understand 
what their oath represents. When 
they begin to understand they begin 
writing letters to the editor. When 
they stop (or are forced to stop) writ- 
ing letters to the editor they begin 
thinking about “other” options to ful- 
fill the obligations of their oath. 
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Eleanor Clift, Susan (“I was a rape 
victim”) Estrich and so many other 
liberal feminists give him a pass for 
political reasons. But some, at least, 
must dream of being ravished by him. 
Clinton may owe a lot of midnight 
visits to these admirers. A bag to cover 
their heads would be advisable. 

What Are We Looking At? 


ON THE 

ANIMAL FARM... 

Of Weenies and Wet Noodles 

H ere are a pair of March head- 
lines from the Washington 
Times: “Republicans retreat 
from battle to shrink size of govern- 
ment,” and “Clinton criticizes GOP 
lack of agenda.” 

We have a perjurer and rapist in 
the White House, which slightly re- 
duces the president’s level of esteem. 
We also have Republican majorities 
in the House and Senate. So which 
side caves in? The Republicans, of 
course. 

Give us time, the weenies whine. 
The Party sends around phony “sur- 
veys” asking us whether we wouldn’t 
like a 25% tax cut, even as they recoil 
in horror from the very notion of a 
10% tax cut. Pick up the paper and 
watch the GOP sign onto the Clinton 
agenda — forty billion to the 
clintonista teachers’ unions (“aid to 
education”) and an expanded feel- 
good Peace Corps. A “tax-cut rally” 
gathered all of thirty — count ‘em — 
House Republicans. 

The big boys who control both 
parties don’t want tax cuts, period. 
Their objective is to gather under their 
control an ever-larger share of the 
gross national product. With every 
election, the appointed cabinet sec- 
retaries spending the most money are 
drawn from the Council on Foreign 
Relations, the New York bankers’ 
club. 

Now take a look outside the party 
framework. Glance at the activities of 
George Soros. Soros makes billions 
by looting entire countries. He spends 
millions on such causes as making 
drug-taking “safe and legal,” and he 
tossed $300,000 to the lawyers bring- 
ing a truly novel “theory” to court — 
that kooky “gun” lawsuit in NYC. 


Since gun-control laws face a hard 
road through legislative bodies, why 
not a Soros-funded short-cut requir- 
ing only twelve befuddled jurors and 
a judge who would not permit a hung 
jury? (How much was the judge paid?) 
Presto! Gun manufacturers, not 
criminals, are respon- 
sible for crime. 

Consider: a play- 
wright writes a play, 

“financial angels” pro- 
vide the up-front 
money — in expecta- 
tion of a profitable 
return down the line 
— and a producer 
brings the play to the 
stage and to the pub- 
lic. These are people 
we hardly know 
about. The actors 
merely follow the 
script. Our politi- 
cians, by and large, are 
actors performing the 
drama created by others. The huge 
tax-exempt foundations support 
“think tanks” which flesh out their 
world -governing dreams and fanta- 
sies. The job of the politician is to 
tout the policies, vote as they are told, 
and to obtain the tax money with 
which to create the bureaucracies and 
hire the officials. 

Think of them as marionettes on 
stage. They don’t even care if you see 
the financial “strings” managed by the 
hidden puppeteers. The main thing 
is that they are prancing on stage. 

The Perp Walks 

S o the President of the United 
States, while the Attorney Gen- 
eral of Arkansas, probably com- 
mitted forcible rape. His mouthpiece 
lawyer says “She lies!”That’s our Slick 
Willie. 

He walks. Nina Totenberg, 


F rom the Establishment point of 
view, the presidential tickets for 
2000 are Gore-Bradley vs 
Bush-Dole. Everything’s cool, no 
cause for acid reflux, none of these 
four politicians would give the Es- 
tablishment a moment of trouble. 

They all know what 
is expected of them. 
The voters can 
choose which team 
of agents they prefer. 
That is “democracy,” 
Establishment-style. 

Considering that 
all four of these 
eople are deadly 
ores, voter turnout 
could continue its 
slow fade. That 
doesn’t matter, either. 
The “blocs” will vote. 
The “voting blocs” 
into which founda- 
tion money and pro- 
paganda have been 
dividing us are organized and led to 
the polls to vote for a place at the 
Treasury’s trough. 

It remains for the silenced , not “si- 
lent” majority to shut up and keep 
shoveling the tax money into the Trea- 
sury. 

If A1 Gore simply is the Demo- 
cratic Party’s presidential candidate, 
and his so-called rival, Bill Bradley, 
slides into place as the vice-presiden- 
tial candidate, then there is little need 
to spend any money before the con- 
vention festivities. The convention 
will simply be a grand opportunity for 
lobbyists, union honchos, and ma- 
chine politicians to renew old ac- 
quaintances, network, and 
party-down. Then, after Labor Day 
2000, with bulging Party coffers, “let 
the games begin.” 

As for Republicans, on the other 
hand, what a waste, having several 
candidates squabbling for the prize. 
Savaging and weakening each other, 
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depleting the Party funds — terrible! 
Why confuse the public? Big Bucks 
can buy the propaganda and thus buy 
“public opinion.” They'll tell us all 
we need to know. 

The definition of an “extremist” is 
someone who talks about things the 
Establishment would rather not dis- 
cuss. 

If Bush-Dole can defeat Gore- 
Bradleywhat more is there to be said? 
Of course a President George Bush 
Junior would select his cabinet from 
the ranks of the Council on Foreign 
Relations. So would a President Gore. 
All our presidents do that, which is 
why policies change only slightly and 
only seldom. 

The Establishment wants “affirma- 
tive action,” it wants high Third 
World immigration to cancel out the 
American majority, it wants huge and 
oppressive government. Having both 
parties “joined at the head” means that 
opposition to such policies should not 
even be discussed in public, much less 
become a matter of choice. 

Sloppin Hawgs in Ioway! 

Y ou wouldn't think it to look at 
him, but Vice President A1 
Gore, who comes across as so 
bor-ing . , actually has quite a fantasy 
life. He inspires others to fantasy as 
well; much of the Unabomber’s 
“manifesto” was apparently cribbed 
from the more fevered sections of 
Gore’s book, Earth in the Balance. In 
that one, our would-be president tells 
us that we must give up the internal 
combustion engine, among other 
things, and suffer a “wrenching trans- 
formation” of our lives or the Earth 
and all life will die. 

Forget that Gore fancied himself 
and Tipper to be the inspiration for 
“Love Story.” 

More recently, we have A1 Gore 
claiming the Internet as his own. 
(Gore the original, the ancestral geek 
— the Ur-geek! I like it!) 

In earlier years, A1 Junior told 
how he strung terbaccy right along- 
side his pappy, the late Senator Al 
Gore hisself. But tobacco is now in 
ill repute, and besides, Iowa isn’t Ten- 
nessee. Iowa is a hog-producing state. 

So be not surprised as the Gore 
imagination took flight in an inter- 
view with the Des Moines Register. 


That was a source of merriment in 
Washington, where Lyn Nofziger 
noted that A1 Junior grew up in 
Washington's Hotel Fairfax, “and had 
eggs benedict for breakfast” before 
trotting off to his expensive prep 
school, St. Albans. 

But perhaps there 
are enough gullible 
Iowans to make a dif- 
fer e nee . Our vice 
president talked 
about hard times in 
hillbilly country. His 
pappy larned him not 
only how to slop 
hawgs, but how to 
clean up after 'em 
“with a shovel and a 
hose.” (Yew had see- 
ment floors in yore 
hawgpens, Al?) 

Our redneck vice 
president knows what 
hayin’ is like, yes-siree-bob! Speak- 
ing of the late Senator, Gore said, “He 
taught me how to take up hay all day 
long in the hot sun...” No hay-balers 
on his farm, just the hayfork and the 
high pitch into the mule-drawn 
wagon. Why, that’s how he got these 
big rough lawyer hands.... 

Gore’s pappy also done larned him 
to “clear land’ with a “double-bladed 
ax” (it’s actually called a double-bitted 
ax). He also learned to “plow a steep 
hillside with a team of mules” on that 
thar hardscrabble proppity. A team, 
as if they wuz pullin' through the 
bottomland clays monopolized by 
them rich flatlanders. 

Clearing land! Plowing steep hill- 
sides! Unforgivable atrocities against 
Gaia, the Earth Goddess! This fan- 
tasy should have set every ecofreak 
fiber of his being to thrumming in 
protest! 

But fantasies do not require inter- 
nal consistency. 

In 1950, then-Congressman Albert 
Gore, Senior was beginning to make 
out quite well in Washington, receiv- 
ing payoffs from Soviet agent Armand 
Hammer by acting as his front-man. 
Hammer made Gore “a partner in a 
cattle-breeding business which pro- 
duced a substantial profit. Maybe that 
was when Al Junior was delivering 
calves barehanded. (The cow would 
appreciate it if you did not mess with 
her calf.) More to the point, think 
cattle-futures in Arkansas. 


Hammer also “rented” land from 
Gore Senior, although he never 
mined the minerals he was suppos- 
edly paying for. By 1968, Gore’s pappy 
done retired to “working full-time” for 
Hammer's Occidental Petroleum 
Company. The Gore 
family is not fastidi- 
ous about the sources 
of money providing 
the good life. So don’t 
imagine Al will be 
any more fastidious 
about Red Chinese 
fountains of wealth. 

Returning to 
Gore’s fantasy en- 
titled, “My Life as a 
Hillbilly,” it was 
rudely suggested by a 
rival politico that 
Gore was “shoveling 
a lot more of it right 
now than you ever 


My Own Pick 

M y own candidate is Pat 
Buchanan. I don’t agree 
with him on everything, 
but he has principles and he has 
thought long and hard about the 
country’s problems. He seeks to rep- 
resent the Silenced Majority, the 
people who are blamed for everything 
and made to pay for everything. He 
says what he means, and means what 
he says. He could never become a 
lapdog of the Establishment. 

Since this is recognized at the 
highest levels, the volume and vi- 
ciousness of the propaganda directed 
against him is a very close measure 
ot the high-level fear and loathing. 
This was certainly evident in 1996. 
Thus far — almost a year before the 
primary season — the smears have 
not been as bad, but just let him start 
winning! As Evan Thomas said in 
1996, “A ton of dirt will be dumped 
on him.” And it was. 

Congress Neuters Itself 

T he Republicans on the House 
Judiciary Committee did the 
right thing. That’s the sum 
total of the good news. The Senate 
disgraced itself, a spectacle of bloc- 


The Establishment 
wants “affirmative 
action,” it wants high 
Third World 
immigration to cancel 
out the American 
majority, it wants huge 
and oppressive 
government. 
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voting Democrats aided by Republi- 
can “moderates,"’ including two fe- 
males who may fantasize that Slick 
Willie will respect them in the morn- 
ing. That old blowhard, Senator Rob- 
ert Byrd ofWest Virginia, said “Who’s 
kidding whom?” and then voted to 
acquit. 

But Congress has neutered itself 
in so very many other ways. It allows 
the administration to go to war any 
time, anywhere, for any reason. The 
Senate has made itself especially ir- 
relevant in even more ways. It allows 
appointments to be made without the 
required Senate confirmation, and it 
allows unratified treaties to be effected 
through executive orders and bureau- 
cratic regulations. What is the Sen- 
ate good for? Blocking tax cuts, as it 
did last year? 

ALL ANIMALS 
ARE EQUAL 


Two Anniversaries 


T wenty years ago, we had 
“Three Mile Island” and we 
had “Jonestown.” There was 
an accident at the nuclear power plant 
near Harrisburg, Pennsylvania. No 
one was killed, no one was hurt, and 
since that time, try as they might to 
prove otherwise, there has been no 
delayed onslaught of dread disease 
and disability. Unlike Chernobyl, 
Three Mile Island was not designed 
and run by people who don’t give a 
damn. 

“More than 100 people holding 
flickering candles stood in the rainy 
pre-dawn gloom... to mark the anni- 
versary of the worst commercial 
nuclear accident in U.S. history.” The 
“horror” consisted of “the evacuation 
of 140,000 persons” in “the nightmare 
that had gripped the nation for days.” 
What had happened, really? The lib- 
erals in government and entertainment 
engineered just another of their mass 
hysterias. We’ve seen so many — 
PCBs, Alar, asbestos, Chilean grapes, 
the coming ice age, global warming.... 

With Three Mile Island, they 
scared a lot of people. The purpose 
was to throttle nuclear power, so that 
cheap, non-polluting nuclear energy 
is not in our future. It’s in other 


people’s future, but not ours. It’s in 
Red China’s future, North Korea’s 
future — we’ll send them our tech- 
nology. France hums along on nuclear 
power, but we are expected to remain 
irrationally freaked out. 

On the other hand, when a Com- 
munist named Jim Jones told his 
flock of sheep to 
drink poison, some 
900 people died. 

Jones had run “suicide 
drills” before in the 
hot jungle nights of 
Jonestown, Guyana, 
where Jones was 
building his Commu- 
nist paradise. 

James Reston, the 
Establishment liberal pundit of the 
New York Times, produced James 
Reston Junior, who was following in 
papa’s easy footsteps, but in a more 
ostentatiously leftist manner. Young 
Reston’s book about Jonestown, Our 
Father Who Art in Hell is as revealing 
as we are likely to find. But Reston 
lets us into his state of mind on page 
130. 

“Before I left for Guyana the first 
time, I saw Jones and his demise as a 
novel in real life, one of those rare 
public events which possess the es- 
sential elements of compelling fiction: 
mystery and horror, a primeval set- 
ting, a theme close to the raw, pri- 
mordial instincts of man [say wha...?], 
a plot stretching belief and imagina- 
tion, and a villain of satanic power 
zuho had used arguments I cared about 
on race and Vietnam and social 
progress .... [italics mine] 

Jones was great at brainwashing, 
at eliciting “self-criticism” from his 
pack of morons and flower-children. 
Blowing around among the corpses 
were testimonials against elitism 
(page 83). 

“I feall that I as one person in this 
work for communism should do my 
verry best to offer all I can. I have an 
alettest atutude twards my work and 
would destroy someone else 
coffedence to make my own ass look 
better...” 

Similar letters described how dis- 
appointed folks were that the drill 
hadn’t been “the real thing” because 
they’d have been glad to die for “Dad” 
(him) and “the cause.” So most of the 
num-nums drank poison willingly. 
The remainder had it shoved into 


them or died the old-fashioned way, 
“lead poisoned” by guards. The bales 
of U.S. cash which Jones had milked 
out of his flock were destined for 
Moscow, although due to one thing 
and another, they never got there. 

Instead, our Air Force had to send 
a huge clean-up team to South 
America to bag and 
bring to Dover that 
which had been ly- 
ing in the sun for a 
couple of days. (But 
why?) 

Jones had had no 
problem in passing 
himself off as a 
“Christian” do- 
gooder, even though 
his endorsements came from Com- 
munists such as Congressman Ronald 
Dellums and California lawyer 
Charles Garry (the one Hillary 
Rodham Clinton so admired), Angela 
Davis, Huey Newton, Dennis Banks, 
and Jane Fonda. 

Endorsements also flowed from 
Walter Mondale and Hubert 
Humphrey, two who aspired to lead 
our nation, and from Jimmy’s wife 
Rosalyn Carter, from a swarm of 
Democratic senators, California offi- 
cials and so on down. All 
“progressives” together, spitting on 
anyone who engaged in 
“McCarthyism’’ by calling Reds Reds. 

So you can see why “the less said 
the better” about Jim Jones and 
Jonestown! 

Listen to ‘em Rant! 

White 

Male 

Christian 

Southern 

Conservatives! 

T his is how the liberals saw the 
House Judiciary Committee 
majority which voted to im- 
peach President Clinton. Not three 
strikes on them, but five! They only 
left out “Heterosexual.” Maybe that’s 
what they meant by “male.” 

Look at the opposite line-up. For 
the most part, it consists of “none of 
the above.” Northern and leftist, black 
and female, Jewish and pervert. Then 
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there’s the raving lunatic, James 
Carville, the ponderous Jerry Nadler, 
and the loathesome “Jabba the Hutt,” 
a.k.a. Larry Flynt, a lascivious slug. 
Flynt offered “up to” (weasel words) 
a million bucks, trolling for partisan 
dirt. Private eye Terry Lenzner, whose 
team includes Larry Potts, the FBI 
official of Ruby Ridge and Waco 
fame, works along the same lines. 
Between them, there is no unemploy- 
ment among their dumpster-diving 
minions. 

Pollster Dick Morris, late of the 
Clinton circle, sees “a world of hurt” 
being positioned over Ken Starrs head 
as soon as the victory celebrations at 
the White House subside. Hillary is 
aching for revenge! (In case you won- 
der, Starr was not empowered to in- 
vestigate the “treason and bribery” of 
the China connection, and no one in 
the administration will ever allow that 
to be pursued.) 

Picture the year 2001. Forget di- 
vorce; Hillary might lose the good- 
ies that go with Bill’s generous 
retirement package. They live apart. 
Instead of his-n-hers bunks at Club 
Fed (preferably one in Minnesota 
rather than someplace warm), Hillary 
has corporations shoveling money at 
her and a position of political power. 
Bill might prefer a hillside mansion 
near the Hollywood parties, a swim- 
ming pool full of naked bimbos, and 
a chance to play himself in the mov- 
ies. 

Crime pays, and the scum rises to 
the top. 

Cudda-Wudda-Shudda — 
Well, We Didn’t 
(And We Won’t) 

R ecall Hillarys complaint when 
her earliest unethical and/or 
criminal actions were re- 
vealed? “We coulda, woulda, shoulda 
— well, we didn’t” do the right thing. 
A political fantasy by Grover N orquist 
in the April American Spectator called 
the quote to mind. It was all about 
what the Republican Party could do, 
were it to win the presidency in 2000 
and hang on to a decent majority in 
both houses. 

But (yawn) we’ve been there be- 
fore. The Republicans have had many 
opportunities to change things, but 
they don’t even want to speak pub- 


licly about them, much less act. 

Two large sources of Democratic 
Party income are Big Labor donations 
in cash and services, and the enthu- 
siastic efforts of what we might call 
Big Law — the lawyers making mil- 
lions and even billions of dollars from 
outrageous lawsuits. As the “tobacco 
settlement” makes clear, legalized ex- 
tortion is the most lucrative racket 
ever devised for the benefit of non- 
government lawyers. The cure is called 
“tort reform,” but don’t expect to hear 
it discussed in public. 

And then, just think, Norquist 
muses, the Republicans could enforce 
the Supreme Court ruling that union 
members could re- ________ 

claim most of their 
union dues. (The 
Court found that only 
18% of dues money is 
spent for “mainte- 
nance and negotiation 
of contracts.” The re- 
maining 82% largely 
supports the Demo- 
cratic Party.) Presi- 
dent George Bush 
issued an executive 
order saying that 
workers could re- 
claim this money. 

However, he did this late, without 
fanfare, with no effort to enforce it 
— and rescinding the order was one 
of President Clinton’s first items of 
business in January of 1993. 

Ever so much more could have 
been mentioned. Breaking the pub- 
lic-school monopoly which fuels the 
huge teachers’ unions while engag- 
ing in shameless brainwashing, end- 
ing “affirmative action,” controlling 
immigration, ending the subsidies and 
tax breaks which fund the liberal as- 
sault on the American majority.... 

Of Guns and Tobacco 

T he Great Tobacco Industry 
Heist of 1998 succeeded be- 
yond the extortionist dreams 
of the nation’s greediest lawyers. (As 
Paul Craig Roberts points out, by 
dying younger than non-smokers, 
smokers “save” us more money on 
Social Security and Medicare than 
they cost, but let’s not get into that, 
or the government will end up owing 
smokers money.) 


As the “tobacco 
settlement” makes 
clear, legalized 
extortion is the most 
lucrative racket ever 
devised for the benefit 
of non-government 
lawyers. 


Mayors and similar types are in- 
spired to noodle around with other 
excuses for extorting even more 
money from Big Tobacco. Hey, care- 
less smokers start fires, right? Why 
not sue the tobacco companies for the 
cost of fighting fires started by care- 
less smokers? (I hate to give them 
ideas, but how about suing them for 
fires started by matches because non- 
smokers don’t always have matches in 
the home, but smokers do?) 

And — why not? — Guatemala 
wants to sue Big Tobacco for selling 
coffin-nails to gnatemaltecos. There 
are probably 100 more ministates 
looking to join the class-action suit. 

____ And now the 

World’s Greediest 
Lawyers (liberals ev- 
ery one) are looking 
to hit the firearms in- 
dustry for ideological 
fun and profit. The 
notion of suing 
manufacturers for not 
making guns “safe,” 
and not keeping them 
out of the hands of 
criminals is gaining 
“legs” as it fuels “novel 
legal theories” by the 
carload. These “theo- 
ries” need only get past the nose of 
some less-than-fastidious judge and 
then be presented, complete with sob- 
bing murder-victim relatives, to 
twelve citizens who can’t follow the 
arcane legal theory (who can?), but 
don’t mind pulling $100,000,000 out 
of the sky tor a sobbing relative. 

Years ago, the Centers for Disease 
Control theorized that homicide was 
“a public health problem,” like a com- 
municable disease, and a compliant 
medical journal went along with the 

gag- b 

Skimming back over some 1995 
magazines, I find the ecofreak gun- 
control argument. “Crimes... pose a 
large and direct threat to the natural 
environment.” A stretch? Of course, 
but here’s how their “legal theory” 
goes. “Fear of crime deters walking 
and biking,” which is so healthy and 
environmentally benign. Then, too, 
fear of crime causes people to use 
“taxis and private cars” instead of mass 
transit. And when people leave the 
house, they often leave lights burn- 
ing to deter burglars, thus wasting our 
precious electricity. Worst of all , 
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people move out of their blighted cit- 
ies into the suburbs, thus inhabiting 
“woodlands, wetlands, and farm- 
lands.” 

“Ecologists... have over 25 years 
of experience in protecting people 
from stupid and greedy behavior that 
threatens their health and safety.... 
[Busy, busy people!] Guns, too, could 
be made safer.... It would be easy (sic) 
to create guns that could not be fired 
without an access code.” And here it 
comes: “An environmental approach 
to gun control would also allow vic- 
tims of armed crime to sue manufac- 
turers and retailers when they allow 
their guns to fall into the hands of 
criminals.” 

The sober and sensible columnist, 
Paul Craig Roberts, calls this entire 
trend “government lawlessness,” 
which is vastly more destructive than 
individual lawlessness. The latter is 
supposed to be controlled by law en- 
forcement, while government-spon- 
sored subversion of the law overturns 
the most basic principles of law. Chief 
among them is the hitherto unques- 
tioned principle of individual respon- 
sibility. 

Our own government is very busy 
“reshaping the law into a weapon for 
plunder.” What we see is just another 
failure of the judicial system. 

BUT SOME 
ANIMALS... 

Will Sell Out America for 
Cash 

P resident Clinton might as well 
hang the sign around his neck 
and stand on street corners with 
the message. Its quite clear what he 
did for campaign money in 1996. 

But theres more to it even than 
that. It s not a matter of failing to mind 
the store, but a matter of unlocking 
the doors and inviting in the thieves. 

Speaking to a friend at Los Alamos, 
the message was “look at Hazel 
O’Leary,” Clintons Secretary of En- 
ergy who was in charge of our most 
advanced laboratories. She was tell- 
ing the scientists to give it all away. 
Like, were all buddies now. 

Steve Cole, in FYEO, reports that 
Attorney General Janet Reno vetoed 


only one wiretap — that on suspected 
spy Wen Ho Lee at Los Alamos. 

Party donors could do as they liked 
with tax-funded and hard-won sci- 
entific know-how, and what they 
liked was handing it off for still more 
money. Oops, there goes the guidance 
system. And oops again! There goes 
our “most advanced miniature nuclear 
warhead — and a generation-size leg 
up in war-making 
capability for Red 
China. 

“To the best of my 
knowledge,” quoth 
our president who 
can’t recall anything 
at all, especially when 
under oath, “no one 
has said anything to 
me about espionage 
which occurred by 
the Chinese against 
the labs during my presidency.” 

And what about an American mis- 
sile defense system? Our Establish- 
ment, which has both major parties 
“joined at the head,” has been dead 
set against allowing us to have one. It 
might irritate the Russians, don’t you 
know! 

Suddenly, members of Congress 
became sufficiently “wet” to favor mis- 
sile defense. No sooner had these slugs 
done no more than claim to favor it 
than the network news informed us 
that America had just been made 
“safer.” Just like that! It’s amazing. 

Clintons Red Spy Corps 

L ate January saw an article in 
the Washington Times about 
Bill Clinton’s nominee for the 
position of U.S. Ambassador to the 
Dominican Republic. The Domini- 
can Republic is close to Cuba in the 
Caribbean and has been repeatedly 
targeted by Fidel. 

President Clinton thought to help 
things along by sending, as U.S. Am- 
bassador, Maria Carmen Aponte, who 
had extensive contacts with Cuban 
intelligence operatives. These ap- 
pointments are easy to get; you just 
become a major Democratic Party 
fund-raiser. With whose money? 
Well, everybody knows the People’s 
Liberation Army bought its way into 
the Clinton White House, burrowed 
into the Clinton administration, and 
won the Clintons’ very hearts. 


Just Another Footnote 

T his is attributed by the Los 
Angeles Times to “sources fa- 
miliar with [Johnny] Chung’s 
sealed statements to federal prosecu- 
tors.” General Ji Shengde, head of 
Red Chinese military intelligence, 
sent the Clinton bagman S300,000 to 
assure the reelection 
of such an eminently 
dependable Ameri- 
can president. But, 
what with one un- 
specified form of 
slippage and another, 
Chung says not all 
the money made it all 
the way through the 
pipeline. 


...ARE MORE 
EQUAL... 

“...to do the job 
the American people 
elected me to do.” 

hat a conscientious fellow 
Bill Clinton is. Anyone 
reading the Starr report 
for more than the prurient tidbits will 
come away impressed by the blocks 
of time Clinton reserved for liaisons, 
blow jobs, phone sex, general jerking 
off, and the subsequent damage-con- 
trol and cover-up effort. To this al- 
ready grand total, we probably have 
to add “wag the dog” time. Decisions, 
decisions! Which ragheads on the 
other side of the globe shall we hit 
this time? Only NATO’s foot-drag- 
ging at the time of the Juanita 
Broaddrick revelations spared the 
Serbs for another month. 

Madeleine, Mother of Battles 

I t may be that Field Marshal Bill 
Clinton wishes he hadn’t squan- 
dered so many million-aollar 
cruise missiles on Afghan caves and 
African aspirin factories. His latest 
excellent adventure is using them up 
rather smartly, and could fizzle in an 
embarrassing manner. Of course, he 
will expect the low-level A- 10s and 


Attorney General 
Janet Reno vetoed 
only one wiretap — 
that on suspected spy 
Wen Ho Lee at Los 
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Apaches and “the poor bloody infan- 
try,” operating where the other guys 
can shoot back, to bail him out.... 

Meanwhile, the CYA battalions 
inside the Beltway are moving away 
from the reputed mastermind of the 
“air war,” Secretary of State Madeleine 
Albright. Her daddy (you may not 
remember) was Czech Ambassador 
to Belgrade when she was a little girl, 
which gives her more experience in 
the field than anyone else. 

Not that the porcine Sandy Berger 
has defected in public as yet. He 
misspeaks himself often enough, mix- 
ing up one part of Serbia with an- 
other, but then, he’s the China expert, 
isn’t he? At least, he knows what the 
Communists in Beijing want in ex- 
change for their campaign donations, 
and wouldn’t dream of interfering with 
their acquisition of it. 

Still, read closely and watch the 
CIA keeping its shoes spit-shined. 


“Weapons of Mass 
Distraction” 

T his was the enviably clever 
title of a March 1999 Vanity 
Fair article by Christopher 
Hitchens. 

As Hitchens pointed out, the film 
“Wag the Dog” came out beiorz pub- 
lic revelation of the Lewinsky matter. 
However, the pre-Lewinsky screen- 
ing party for the film included former 
presidential confidant and playmate 
Dick Morris . The party also included, 
intriguingly,“an especially pleased and 
excited Richard Butler,” the man privy 
to the secrets of the U.N. inspection 
teams whose later collaboration en- 
abled Clinton to use United Nations 
“cover” for his December 1998 pre- 
impeachment bombing of Baghdad. 
So the plot was not necessarily ex- 
tracted from thin air. 

To make a detailed story short, 
Hitchens linked the cruise missile 
attack on the Sudan to Monica-re- 
lated events of August 17-20 in 
Washington. (We must assume that 
reparations and blood money are be- 
ing taken from the U.S. Treasury to 
smooth things over.) 

After exposing the degree to which 
Clinton kept the Joint Chiefs and the 
FBI out of his decision-making, 
Hitchens points out that “...it is... 
quite rare for a cruise-missile strike 


to occur on an apparent whim, against 
an essentially powerless country, at a 
time when presidential credibility is a 
foremost thought in people’s minds.” 

As for the Afghan 

“training camp” 

struck by Toma- 
hawks, it had been 
used to train Ameri- 
can-supported Af- 
ghan guerrillas and 
was currently being 
used by Pakistan to 
train others for action 
in Kashmir. Those 
killed were Pakistani 
intelligence officers. 

Hitchens does not 
“source” this com- 
ment, but it may have 
been derived from 
Milt Bearden, the 
CIA officer who was 
in charge of the Af- 
ghan resistance. 

In December, the 
attacks on Iraq suc- 
ceeded in delaying 
the impeachment de- 
cision for a few days. 

“Clinton played field 
marshal for four days,” and Hitchens 
asserts that “the only moment when 
this president showed a glimmer of 
interest [in Saddam Hussein] was 
when his own interests were involved 
as well.” 


The Hitchens Snitchens 

I t’s rather fun when lefties fall out; 
all sorts of dirty linen may be re- 
vealed. The House impeachment 
managers came in for a kind word, 
when Chris Hitchens said he would 
no longer automatically sneer at any- 
one with a Southern accent. (It won’t 
last. Sneering is his occupation.) 

What caused the hissy-fit was 
Hitchens’ public revelation that 
Sidney Blumenthal (Hillary’s private 
lap dog) is a liar. This is news? But 
his revelation was treated as “betrayal” 
and equated with the “betrayal” of 
those who exposed Communist Party 
members in the 1950s. 

A little footnote to history tumbled 
out in the course of the infighting. It 
was revealed that, not long before 
Stalin’s assassin reached him in 
Mexico, Leon Trotsky was willing to 
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talk to American officials in Wash- 
ington. 

His visa application was blocked 
by Lawrence Duggan, then head of 
the American Re- 
publics [Latin 
American] Division 
of the Department of 
State. Duggan was 
yet another of Stalin’s 
spies in the Roosevelt 
administration. Agent 
Duggan, like Alger 
Hiss, was a “respect- 
able” member of the 
Liberal Establish- 
ment. 

Here are further 
footnotes from my 
own “cranial file.” 
The support group 
for the Trotsky assas- 
sination was the Hol- 
lywood Communist 
party cadre, including 
the ^Hollywood Ten’ 
we are supposed to 
feel sorry for. Surviv- 
ing old “martyred” 
Hollywood Reds still 
make the rounds as campus speakers. 
And as was demonstrated at the re- 
cent motion-picture awards ceremo- 
nies, identifying a Communist 
remains unforgivable even half a cen- 
tury later. 

Lawrence Duggan was later sum- 
moned to testify, but he, too, met an 
untimely death before he could do so. 
It was called a suicide, but when I 
looked at contemporary accounts, it 
seemed to me likely that Duggan had 
been “assisted” out of the high win- 
dow in Manhattan by people waiting 
in his apartment. If you’re going to 
jump, do you remove one overshoe 
first? Or did it come off in the course 
of a struggle? 

We have to wait half a century for 
“secrets of the left”” to dribble our 
way. 


Gores “Urban Sprawl” Scam 


i 


ust another land-use-control scam 
is currently emerging under the 
heading of “urban sprawl.” Lib- 
als have always just hated Ameri- 
cans seeking to own private homes 
on a plot of land, just as they have 
always hated the freedom of the au- 
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tomobile — and even the choices of 
vehicle (the current lib war on the 

SUV). 

The liberal attitude is that “masses” 
(the rest of us) should live in mass 
housing and move in mass transit — 
and probably be fed in mess halls and 
be treated by people-veterinarians, to 
give them their full druthers. 

The war on tobacco sounds like 
the bratty Revenge of the Pot Gen- 
eration. Vet to come is the war on 
“junk food.” (But don’t look for a war 
on the junk science underpinning 
most liberal policies.) 

Using the carrot of federal money 
and the stick of federal regulation, 
ecofreak A1 Gore would like to put 
Washington in charge of what’s green 
and what’s not in your town and 
county. Yes, the overall plan is na- 
tional (and eventually international) 
land-use control by anyone but pri- 
vate owners and local citizens. 

...THAN 

OTHERS. 

“Universal Preschool” 

A lways looking for more ways 
to increase control and squan- 
der tax money, the Clinton ad- 
ministration has revived various so- 
cial plans under new headings. 
Schemes of the Sixties, pushed by 
Lyndon Johnson and Jimmy Carter, 
are dusted off by Clinton and Gore. 

Given that the public education 
Establishment is a machine hugely 
supportive of our Bolshevik (Demo- 
cratic) Party, which can usually bank 
on a feeble me-too from the 
Menshevik (Republican) Party, we 
should not be surprised at what is 
recommended. 

“Infants and toddlers,” which we 
take to mean the zero to three-year- 
old age group, should have “quality, 
affordable day-care,” apparently by 
anyone but individual mothers. Then 
kindergarten begins at five — and 
some jurisdictions have made kinder- 
garten compulsory. Ah, but what 
about the four-year-olds? Isn’t it time 
to rope them into government-run 
“universal preschool” plans? 

So good for the children, accord- 


ing to Hillary and Company. 

Lyndon Johnson’s Head Start pro- 
gram was going to enrich, uplift, and 
all-arouna smarten children whose 
choice of parents left something to 
be desired. They would be raised to 
the level of other children (read 
middle-class white 
kids) before entering 
school. 

Although vastly 
expensive and proven 
ineffective over the 
not-very-long run, 

Head Start remains 
one of these feel- 
good things no poli- 
tician has the guts to 
de-fund. 

From the first, one 
could sniff the social- 
ist urge to dragoon “all 
children” into some 
such program. The 
odor is stronger with 
the push for “universal preschool.” 

Cheap Shots 

T hat TV “entertainment” is pro- 
paganda should not be news 
to anyone with a partially 
functioning brain. Keep in mind that 
every time you flick on the tube, you 
are being worked on by highly-paid 
professional propagandists, whether 
they are selling denture adhesives, 
“new morality,” or the latest wag-the- 
dog war. 

Creators of sitcoms and drama se- 
ries are just about 100 percent left- 
ists, and they see no reason not to plug 
their opinions. “Miami Vice” once 
used many episodes to tout a com- 
pletely phony Christie lawsuit and 
make a hero of its scoundrelly lead 
lawyer. “New York Undercover” 
pushed the leftist fiction about an 
FBI-plotted murder of Martin Luther 
King. 

Now it has been the turn of writ- 
ers and producers of “Law and Or- 
der” and “Homicide” to weigh in 
defense of the indefensible — Bill 
Clinton. The tactic is to slime Ken- 
neth Starr as a sleaze, when he is one 
of the few in this swamp of corrup- 
tion who is not. 

They figure, “what does the aver- 
age couch potato know except what 
we tell him?” 


The Politicization of 
Everything 

he rot spread to the Journal 
of the American Medical As 
sociation years ago, as the 
Journal’s editor took 
the bit in his teeth 
and decided to be- 
come “a player” on 
the political scene. 
His publication was 
pleased to print gun- 
control screeds dis- 
guised as 

epidemiology studies. 
What apparently 
capped the climax, 
you should excuse 
the expression, was a 
1991 “study” by the 
kinky Kinsey Insti- 
tute, breathlessly re- 
porting that 360 
adolescents (60 percent of 600) didn’t 
think oral sex was sex. 

Make that 361, if the 51-year-old 
adolescent in the White House is 
counted. The editor seemed to be 
making the point that 361 adolescents 
can’t be wrong. 

The editor of the journal has lost 
his position — but be sure he’ll fight 
through the courts to be restored to 
it, so that he may continue propagan- 
dizing through a “professional” pub- 
lication. 

The Intellectual Herdsmen 

T he “power base of the left in 
America is now in the univer- 
sities,” our Reds now tell each 
other. “Professional organizations” 
like the American Historical Asso- 
ciation and the Modern Language 
Association are headed by a tiny 
handful of people linked by the old 
Stalinist rag, The Nation magazine. 
These guide what passes for the 
thinking of 54,000 American college 
professors. These associations are also 
the “hiring halls” for faculty. The left 
hires only the left, as you might imag- 
ine, and conservatives have been si- 
lenced and weeded away for decades 
now. 

Those calling themselves “profes- 
sional historians” stepped up by the 
hundreds to sign onto an ad in sup- 
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port of Clinton paid for by Norman 
Lear’s People for the American Way 
lobbying group. No surprise; the 
American Historical Association was 
taken over in 1969, thirty years ago, 
by leftist radicals. Liberals don’t offer 
any real resistance. Liberals agree with 
their fellow leftists of the Commu- 
nist persuasion, and expect to be 
praised for quibbling unsuccessfully 
about a few details. 

Take (It) Back! 

An Ecofreak Slogan 

Years ago, “Take back the ‘Dacks” was 
the slogan purveyed to militant hik- 
ers serving as cat’s-paws for a land 
grab. “The ‘Dacks” are the 6 million 
acre Adirondack Mountains of upstate 
New York. Taking it back suggests 
that it was somehow unfairly snatched 
away from rightful owners, when the 
game-plan is to evict any surviving 
rightful owners. 

The ‘Dacks have been in 
Rockefeller sights for generations. 
Old William Rockefeller wanted to 
buy the mountain range, but was dis- 
suaded by the rest of the family, which 
believed that legalized stealing was 
better. Nelson Rockefeller saw to the 
creation of an “authority” which 
would take over the land; pity the 
poor “inlier” whose property “lies 
within” the coveted boundaries of the 
Adirondack Park Authority, and who 
is continually squeezed to give it up 
and get out. 

The plan is now to add twenty 
million more acres — to steal very 
large portions of Vermont, New 
Hampshire, and Maine, creating a 
vast “Northern Forest” governed by 
those “non-governmental organiza- 
tions.” Tax-free foundations can cre- 
ate a nearly infinite number of these. 
A few thousand dollars, a few people, 
a letterhead, and gobs of favorable 
publicity are the seed ingredients. 

The old-line Audubon Society, the 
Sierra Club, the Appalachian Moun- 
tain Club once had innocent and laud- 
able purposes, but they and so many 
other groups — joined by hundreds 
of recently-crafted ones, are now part 
of the Big Green. It’s not really about 
hiking trails or bird refuges anymore. 
It’s about taking control of the land 
— eventually, all of it. 


Rolling Back the Calendar 

So much of what the hapless Jimmy 
Carter tried to put through is recycled 
under the Clinton administration that 
you expect to see another effort to 
cram metric down our throats. (And 
I remember how Texans reacted to 
distances posted on “kiddie-mile” (ki- 
lometer) signs on their highways — 
they blew away the signs.) 

But the Carter days also saw trial 
balloons attempting to do in the 
Lower Forty-Eight 
that which has been 
accomplished by ear- 
lier means in Hawaii 
and Alaska — to tie 
up land-ownership in 
the name of the early 
natives. I say “in the 
name of,” because 
real power resides in 
a very small coterie 
claiming to represent 
them. 

It was tried in Massachusetts, and 
if memory serves, it succeeded in 
Maine. The same New World Order 
deal is working out much faster in 
Canada, by the way. 

So now we have the remnant band 
of Oneida Indians in New York State 
-laying claim to a large chunk of the 
state — and everybody’s property 
therein. 

The idea is to pretend the Indians 
are your landlords. Then the planners 
can do as they please, and it you get 
mad, you get mad at the Indians. 

“FOUR LEGS 
GOOD...” 


The Sob-Sister Section 

The Metro section of the January 31 
New York Times of January 31 was 
awash with what they used to call 
“yuman-interest stories.” For the 
Times, yuman interest consists of 
fawning over the incompetent. 

“In a Crisis, It’s Woodstock to the 
Rescue,” proclaims the first page. You- 
all remember Woodstock, where lib- 
erals 25 years older but no wiser still 
gather to pee and revel naked in the 
mud. But what about the year-round 
residents? “The horrors Sharon 


Wilber has faced” occupied the lead 
column. Sharon was “always the fam- 
ily rebel,” which is one way of de- 
scribing a ne’er-do-well with eight 
kids by live-ins, drop-ins, and pass- 
ersby. She occupied a “cabin” owned 
by her mother, who finally had the 
place bulldozed because it was a pig- 
sty and she couldn’t get her daughter 
out any other way. 

“Woodstock” pitched in to give 
Sharon title “to a new house, free and 
clear.” 

Turn the page and 
meet Naomi S., one 
of the Times’ “needi- 
est cases.” Naomi ap- 
parently expected 
that “African village” 
to raise her baby, but 
there she was, alone 
with a baby, and it 
was terrible. “When 
Naomi was on the 
phone, Yvette would 
cry for attention. 
While Naomi prepared dinner, Yvette 
would yell for her bottle.” 

So you can see that Naomi “had 
difficulty juggling multiple tasks.” 
Naomi “has a learning disability,” and 
“stopped her own academic career 
after getting her high school diploma 
with the help of special-education 
classes.” Translation, this woman is 
obviously a moron who has been 
handed a high school diploma. Bet- 
ter not ‘scriminate if she ever actually 
applies for a job, although there may 
be no imminent danger of her doing 
that. 

After three years of “help,” Naomi 
is no longer “overwhelmed, lost, and 
helpless.’ Now Yvette is in day care 
ana Naomi is “a volunteer teacher’s 
assistant in a nursery school.” 

The entire sob-story offers no clue 
as to what Naomi uses for income. 
We must take it for granted that she’s 
on welfare. 

And wait until the clintonistas or 
their successors can set up federal 
kiddie-care. Naomi can take care of 
your kids while somebody else takes 
care of her kids, and won’t that be 
swell? 

It is possibly more gratifying to 
observe two groups of the especially- 
pivileged “underclass” at each other’s 
throats. So that no one in his district 
shall be homeless, a Brooklyn politi- 
cian chairing the City Council’s Gen- 


It’s not really about 
hiking trails or bird 
refuges any more. It’s 
about taking control 
of the land — 
eventually, all of it. 
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eral Welfare Committee demanded 
yet another homeless shelter. Trouble 
is, Mayor Giuliani found a location 
for it — right were four or five other 
welfare programs had offices. Since 
the entire local economy seems based 
upon the accumulation of vagabonds, 
nut cases, unwed mothers, and all 
those jobholders “serving” them, 
something has to go. 

In the end, probably some defense- 
less local business or homeowner will 
be dispossessed to make room for yet 
another homeless shelter. 

Mothers, Grandmothers, 
Great-Grandmothers 

N ot a man in sight. Genera- 
tions of virgin births. And 
now this. Pushed off the wel- 
fare rolls! The New York Times sent 
a sob-sister to Milwaukee, where 80 
percent of the welfare “families” have 
had to seek alternative methods of sub- 
sistence, sometimes even jobs. But not 
if welfare can be called something 
else. 

“Skip-generation families” are the 
ones without either mothers or fa- 
thers present. Inner-city mothers of- 
ten go to jail or prefer to wander off, 
leaving their offspring in the laps of 
a grandma. The majority of these 
“cases” involve black grandmothers, 
plus 28% white and 16% Hispanic, 
according to the Census Bureau. (And 
how the Clintons would love to cre- 
ate more “virtual people” of this type 
in the Census 2000.) 

Here’s one really awful example. 
“At 71, Bernice Locke found herself 
caring for four great-grandchildren, 
three of them teen-agers, after her 
granddaughter LaHonda lost her 
welfare check and was arrested for 
selling drugs.” Great-grandma is un- 
derstandably befuddled, “just trying to 
remember the childrens [screwball 
invented] names,” and her “28 or 29 
grandchildren and 17 great-grand- 
children.” And how many of this 
swarm are leeching off people who 
work and pay taxes? The New York 
Times does not address that question. 

“Unending Pressures Overtake a 
Family.” Carmelina “pleaded guilty to 
defrauding the food-stamp program,” 
but so what? Wisconsin’s “reformed” 
welfare system “offered her 8673 a 
month, but it also demanded at least 


30 hours of weekly work at a com- 
munity service job,” or about 85.60 
an hour. But that wasn’t good enough. 

However, at zero an hour, things 
were tough. Her boy- 
friend belted her and 
moved on to a more 
successful welfare 
mother. Carmelina 
“sought solace in 
marijuana and wine. 

Milk and Pampers 
grew scarce. [Cloth 
diapers are washable. 

Think about it.] She 
grew depressed as 
friends treated their 
children to Nikes and Guess jeans, 
coveted items beyond her means.” 

“In these hard times, the Univer- 
sity of Wisconsin-Milwaukee offered 
her a four-week job at 85.50 an hour 
running the bookstore’s cash register 
during the back-to-school rush.” 
People just kept handing her 
money. Great job! Back home, they 
“laughed like lottery winners and 
threw hundred dollar bills in the air.” 
“It was a rare time of inner peace,”- 
buying all that brand-name stuff in 
the malls. The bookstore even asked 
her back the next semester, “only this 
time her supervisor noticed.” Ta-TA! 

Carmelinapleaded guilty to steal- 
ing 811,615. ohe is enjoying a four- 
year vacation in the pen, where she is 
“into Christ now,” while her mama 
is stuck with her brats, Nakia “Man- 
Man” and Na’Quee “Chu-Chu,” aged 
3 and 2 and really quite destructive. 

Grandma, who has “arthritis, high 
blood pressure, and a weight prob- 
lem” at 260 pounds, gets 8550 a 
month in disability payments, 8419 
in food stamps, and 8426 in adoption 
assistance. But grandma complains, 
“This is unfair and unjust. If 
Carmelina had been getting public aid, 
she wouldn’t have stole the money.” 

No Complaint Too Old 

D id you know that there was a 
“race riot” in Tulsa, Okla 
homa onjune 1, 1921? Don’t 
you think reparations to blacks are in 
order? 

This is a little plum for John Hope 
Franklin, President Clinton’s “Initia- 
tive on Race” man. He says his daddy 
lost his home in the riot. (More 


whites than blacks lost homes, but 
somehow we doubt that this will be 
of wider interest.) 

Black lore has it that “hundreds” 
were killed, so the 
search for mass graves 
goes on. And “blacks 
have long maintained 
that whites used air- 
planes to bomb 
buildings... The 
commission hopes to 
find records showing 
whether any Tulsa 
residents owned air- 
planes in 1921, and 
where they were 
based.” Hey, we might be able to find 
out who was flying, and what their 
ordnance load was. 

Get ajob! 

T hey “once sought to overthrow 
the government, but now the 
Panthers want to become the 
government,” says a particularly wit- 
less paragraph in a February news 
story. The Panthers always wanted to 
do both, of course. 

“Thirty years ago, David Hilliard 
(now 56) was the rifle-wielding ‘de- 
fense minister’ and chief of staff’ of 
the Black Panther Party...” Yes, and 
thirty years ago, there were no quotes 
around the titles; the liberal press 
wanted us to think of Hilliard as a 
real live Defense Minister and Chief 
of Staff. 

Hilliard was joined by Bobby 
Seale, 62, “now a black studies in- 
structor at Temple University in Phila- 
delphia.” 

“The two aging radicals raised 
their fists and shouted “all power to 
the people.” Hilliard wants to “take 
over the city” of Oakland, California, 
which is essentially black-ruled al- 
ready, although its mayor is 
California’s ineffable white former 
“Governor Moonbeam,” Jerry Brown. 

Brown was described as “neutral” 
because he likes Hilliard just as much 
as the person Hilliard wants to re- 
place; white female Nancy Nadel 
calls herself “the most progressive 
person on the council” now. Yeah, but 
Hilliard could use the job. He was 
“disappointed” in Brown “because we 
took him into the community on our 
marches and buses and we were very 


“This is unfair and 
unjust. If Carmelina 
had been getting 
public aid, she 
wouldn’t have stole the 
money.” 
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out front about supporting him.” 
Hilliard added, “we laid the founda- 
tion many years ago for Jerry Brown 
to become mayor of this city.” 

Hilliard’s platform is the same-old 
same-old — mobilizing “the black 
underclass” and “inner city youth” to 
“retake some of the losses we’ve had 
since the days of the civil rights 
movement.” 

Truth is No Defense 

T his heading could be an en- 
tire regular feature on its own. 
The female “moderate” Re- 
publican governor of New Jersey, 
Christine Todd Whitman, fired the 
head of her state police for daring to 
notice the obvious. 

Blacks accounted for half of all 
drug arrests in 1997, and Hispanics 
for 13 percent, but saying that led to 
outcry from “the Black and Latino 
Caucus of New Jersey’s state legisla- 
ture,” so the police chief got the chop. 
The east coast drug traffic, much of 
which passes through New Jersey, is 
controlled by various ethnic gangs. 
Police report that “meth” is controlled 
by white motorcycle gangs, heroin 
mostly by Jamaican blacks, cocaine by 
“Jamaican, Pakistanis, Haitians, Chi- 
nese, and Nigerians,” while “orga- 
nized crime” has been wrested from 
the Italian mafia to Russian mafiya. 
“Russian and East European” often 
means Jews from the former Soviet 
Empire. 

But “you can’t say that!” Truth is 
no defense against political correct- 
ness. Governor Whitman later clari- 
fied her views on this. Her police 
chief was not “racist,” exactly, but New 
Jersey could not march boldly into the 
21st Century with a police chief who 
is “insensitive.” 

The Saps Rise in the Spring 

T he “demo season” is upon us. 
Leftist “demonstrations” have 
been a rite of spring since the 
1960s, as the creatures emerge from 
hibernation. A1 Sharpton of Tawana 
Brawl ey fame is back at it in New 
York City, leading demos against 
white killers of a black suspect, while 
the Fans of Mumia threaten to bring 
out “millions” to demonstrate for a 
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black who killed a white cop. 

The Communists have been beat- 
ing the drums for the cop-killer 
Mumia Abu -Jamal for seventeen long 
years. The useful idiots from the col- 
leges and Hollywood may well be 
bi ological descendants of earlier use- 
ful idiots. The man’s guilt could not 
be clearer, but facts cut no ice. 

In New York, we owe thanks to 
the work of Richard Lowry in the 
otherwise feeble National Review (4- 
17-99). He provides a close look at 
the theatrical nature 
of Sharpton & 

Company’s “demon- 
strations” in New 
York City. Lowry puts 
it in a nutshell. 

“The Diallo dem- 
onstration is about a 
number of things: the 
fetish for the 'march’ on the left, in 
the service of any cause whatsoever; 
the demonstrators’ hunger for press 
attention; the ambition of Sharpton, 
who hopes to become ' the mayor of 
black New York’; and, finally and 
chiefly, Mayor Rudy Giuliani, whose 
career they hope to cripple and whose 
successful policing policies they hope 
to discredit forever.” (Tougher polic- 
ing cut the NYC murder rate from 
-2200 a year to 600, but at severe in- 
convenience to the “minorities” do- 
ing the killing.) 

“A woman is politely asking a po- 
lice officer how she can get arrested. 
[The cop advises her] 'You have to 
see the Rev. Sharpton. He has a list.’” 
The cops are mere stagehands. 

Lowry had come upon “Rabbi 
Day,” the Jewish turn on stage. You 
don’t expect them to mingle with the 
lower classes, do you? “The prospec- 
tive arrestees stand out in their white 
yarmulkes... the Jewish contingent is 
being escorted in groups of 15 to 20 ... 
When a straggler is blocked from the 
arrest area, Sharpton explains to the 
officers, ' She’s with the Jews.’” 

Lowry describes the so-called 
rules. Demonstrators must block not 
one but two building entrances, so 
enthusiasm builds as they are herded 
toward the second entrance. “The 
prospective arrestees pump their fists, 
give thumbs up signs, or in the case 
of one older lady, do an end-zone 
dance.” As Lowry explains, “You pre- 
tend to commit an act of civil disobe- 
dience, and we pretend to arrest you.” 


Oh, DearlThe Down Side of 
Surviving AIDS 

I “can’t tell you how many stories 
I’ve heard of the 25 -year-old who 
learns he has AIDS, so he buys a 
car and goes on a vacation... Then all 
of a sudden, he’s not going to die, and 
he’s got a load of credit-card debt.” 
Observe that the 25 -year-old had fig- 
ured on leaving “us” to cover his debts. 

Now he’s supposed to 
pay them himself. 
Life is so unfair! 

This was just one 
of the moans out of 
Craig Shniderman, 
head of “an organiza- 
tion that prepares 
specialized meals for 
people with AIDS in the metropoli- 
tan Washington area. (And how many 
million federal dollars does he receive 
for that?) 

“Three years ago,” Shniderman 
was catering to 350 people, and “each 
month ten percent of his clients died; 
'It was a tragedy, but it did mean that 
we had slots open.’” Now they only 
die at three percent a month, and 
Shniderman is stuck with 975 people 
who “are not dying, but they re not 
entirely well, either.” 

Then there’s “fatigue.” It’s every- 
where. AIDS patients get tired of tak- 
ing all those pills, younger queers get 
tired of taking precautions, “society” 
gets tired of hearing about AIDS. 
Besides, “society” is so racist — “as 
AIDS becomes an epidemic of the 
African-American minority commu- 
nity, some groups are showing less 
sympathy.” (Blacks are nearly half of 
all new AIDS cases.) 

And on top of that, “Western medi- 
cine,” not the fecklessness of individu- 
als, “forgets about prevention.” 
However, an earlier Washington 
Times article rather contradicts the 
we- a re -all-guilty line about “West- 
ern medicine.” 

“Barebacking” is sodomy without 
“protection” with strangers who 
might provide “the gift” of AIDS in- 
fection. The thrill of it enhances the 
same-old same-old. Consider it Queer 
Roulette. Let there be four uninfected 
men and one (but which one?) bearer 
of “the gift.” Then let the group- 
grope begin! 


But “you can’t say 
that!” Truth is no 
defense against 
political correctness. 
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“Its a generation thing.” Surviv- 
ing middle-aged homosexuals tend to 
be wary of cheap thrills, while the 
young studs claim that AIDS is part 
of their “homosexual identity.” 

For those of us who have been out 
of the loop on this, “Barebacking has 
been fiercely debated in the homo- 
sexual community for several years,” 
writes San Francisco journalist Sabin 
Russell, “but nothing is creating quite 
the stir as the latest issue of POZ [as 
in HIV-poz-itive?], a glossy monthly 
magazine brimming with ads for 
AIDS drugs.” 

The glitzy POZ has a “modest” (!) 
national circulation of 130,000, and 
claims it is merely being 

nonjudgmental in presenting 
barebacking as a glamorous and sexy 
sport. 

A “worker” — oh, yes — “A 
former HIV prevention worker who 
now works at a resource center for 
homosexual and lesbian students at 
the University of California at San 
Francisco, [Michael] Scarce says ho- 
mosexual men need to recognize the 
appeal of unprotected sex in order to 
come to terms with it. There is a par- 
ticular appeal to barebacking because 
it is sexier. It is hotter. That gay men 
value their sexuality and find such 
meaning in it that they are willing to 
take certain kinds of risks... is an im- 
portant and beautiful thing,” says this 
counselor of campus queers. 

The older-sadder-wiser homos 
find their sage advice as scorned as 
their sagging faces and bodies. They 
can only moan that such beliefs “dis- 
honor the dead, make for bad public 
health policy, and disastrous homo- 
sexual politics.” 

Probably that last point is the most 
important. 


Perversion’s Bottom Line 

W hen you consider the 
whole range of efforts to 
convince Americans that 
any and every kind of kinky sex is not 
only harmless, but virtuous and trendy 
on top of that, what is the overall 
purpose? It’s more than mere mind- 
rot, even more than heavy artillery in 
the culture war. It is a key part of 
population control . 

When people are fooling around 
in those GLBTPSM (that’s gay les- 


bian bisexual transsexual pedophile 
sado-masochistic) ways, no babies will 
result. “Popularization of perversion” 
is simply a population control tactic. 

The destruction of values, not to 
mention clear thinking, is icing on the 
cake. 


probably safe when they’re doing 
nothing more than trying to sell you 
antacid or a new car. 

Whining Over the Easy Out 
Policy 


Hey, Hand Back the Money! 

ometimes these fools get their 
wires crossed. The American 
Psychological 
Association has no 
problem with the as- 
sertion that, um, 

“willing” children suf- 
fer no ill effects when 
adults use them sexu- 
ally. A “study” proves 
that college-age 
people who had such, 
um, relationships as 
children are really 
none the worse for it. 

The man-boy lovers 
have been saying that 
right along, and the colleges are 
teaching that now, but it hasn’t damp- 
ened the enthusiasm of lawyers ream- 
ing out the Catholic Church and any 
other “deep pocket” outfit within 
reach. 

But don’t forget the bottom line — 
any kinky sex is okay, as long as ba- 
bies do not result. 


O h dear me, the screaming 
headline says “Number of 
Recruits Discharged for Be- 
ing Gay Increases for Fifth Year.” The 
first five columns of the Washington 
Post article bemoaned 
the “hunting down” of 
frightened rabbits, 
while the final col- 
umn noted that de- 
claring oneself to be 
homosexual is an 
easy, automatic, no- 
fault route to quick 
discharge from the 
rigors of basic train- 
ing. About one-fifth 
of such discharges 
were from the six- 
week basic training at Lackland Air 
Force Base. 

“...TWO LEGS 

BETTER? 

Repealing World War II — 
But Only for Jews 



Would everybody 
please keep in mind 
that whenever you flick 
on the tube, you are 
being worked on by 
highly-paid 
professionals. 


Kinky Tinky Winky 

I f you’ve ever stumbled across them 
while channel-surfing, you’d 
know the mindless little 
Teletubbies without being told. They 
prance, bounce, and tumble, and yes, 
they mince. The purple one with the 
triangle on his head, carrying a purse, 
is Tinky Winky. 

The queers long ago outed the silly 
creature, and this was noted with smug 
approval in the propaganda rags last 
summer. But when a publication 
linked to Jerry Falwell mentioned this, 
the sliming began. Only a paranoid 
right-winger could have imagined a 
“message” being sent by an adorable 
little Teletubby! 

Would everybody please keep in 
mind that whenever you flick on the 
tube, you are being worked on by 
highly-paid professionals. You’re 


T he Rothschilds — poor ba- 
bies! — claim to have lost 
some paintings during World 
War II, and the Viennese are supposed 
to give them back. At Rambouillet, 
where the Kosovo “peace talks” were 
being held, other sharp eyes claim to 
have spotted “five paintings,” and “two 
more hang in the French Mission to 
the United Nations in New York.” 

“I am personally offended,” quoth 
World Jewish Congress Executive 
Director Steinberg. So he wants the 
paintings, plus a cool billion dollars 
“believed [by whom?] looted from 
Jews.” Or else. Or else the Jews will 
get the United States government to 
sanction a boycott of French banks. 
“Using a formula established by Paul 
Volcker,” a top American official who 
also “just happens to be” you-know- 
what, the Jews calculate that what 
Jews in France lost in 1940 would be 


Vol. v, No. 2 


29 


The RESISTER 


worth $1.4 billion today. 

Fifty million or more other people 
lost plenty during World War II, but 
the war will not be repealed for them. 
One small tribe, backed by a hulking 
fool of an Uncle Sam, will be the only 
beneficiary of this exercise. 


Never Forget, You OweThem, 
BigTime, Forever 

R ichard John Neuhaus, in an ar- 
ticle published in the April 
1999 issue of the Catholic 
journal First Things , promoted the 
Holocaust-guilt line. “Americans are 
strongly supportive of Israel and, God 
willing, will continue to be. But the 
reasons for that support need to be 
clearly and freshly articulated. One 
reason... was the Holocaust. I say 
'was’ advisedly, for that memory fades, 
and with it the sense of obligation to 
those who suffered.” (The other rea- 
son was supposedly Israels status as a 
“democracy’ and an “ally” during the 
Cold War.) 

Neuhaus does spare a passing 
thought for those oppressed for the 
past 30 years by Israeli occupation 
forces, but he fears that Americans 
will lose the conviction that the Ho- 
locaust is “a compelling reason to sup- 
port the State of Israel.... Israel is 
inextricably entangled with the safety 
and well-being of the children of the 
God of Abraham, Isaac, Jacob, and 

J » 

esus. 

That’s the standard pitch for 
Christians — we owe them everything 
that they might demand — includ- 
ing the physical defense of Israel. 
They owe us nothing! Zero, zip, nada. 
The subject simply does not arise. 

There is no chance that the Ho- 
locaust Industry will allow the 
youngest schoolchild to “forget” that 
he or she is guilty (guilty!) and must 
pay — pay, for life — and possibly 
even die for Israel. The Holocaust 
Industry thrives as never before! 


[Editor’s comment: “God of 
Abraham, Isaac, Jacob, and Jesus!\\) 
That is a new Jewish propaganda 
theme, folks. Yet another whack with 
the Jewish sledgehammer driving 
their Bolshevik wedge into Christian- 
ity. And their Judaizer Neuhaus held 
the wedge in place for them. Now, 


I’m no theologian by any stretch of 
the imagination, but to the best of my 
recollection, Abraham, Isaac and 
Jacob were MEN. Unless there is a 
misprint in my Douay-Rheims, Jesus 
is God. God logically cannot be pos- 
ited as “God of” Himself. What 
Neuhaus did was strip Christ of His 
divinity, and the behest of Jews, for 
the consumption of Protestants (fig- 
ures), in a neo-Protestant rag. SMB] 

They Win Again 

V ice President A1 Gore “and a 
third of the Clinton cabinet” 
jammed into the limelight in 
the Swiss ski resort of Davos at the 
end of January. They were celebrat- 
ing the successful Jewish rip-off of 
the Swiss banks. The process was no 
doubt eased by the fact that the new 
president of Switzer- 
land, Ruth Dreifuss, 
is “the first woman 
and the first Jew” to 
hold that position. 

The former president 
of Switzerland had 
resisted the rip-off. 

On another front, 
a California court has 
declared that it has ju- 
risdiction over an Ital- 
ian insurance 
company being sued 
by Jews about half- 
century-old Euro- 
pean claims, even 
though there is no 
connection to Cali- 
fornia, or even the United States. 

“In private, several European ex- 
ecutives... have expressed concern that 
World War II era suits are turning 
into "a legalized form of blackmail.’” 
No kidding! 

[Editor’s comment: (Sorry, Sue; 
last one.) “[T]he first woman and the 
first Jew.” Switzerland, the last bas- 
tion of liberty in Europe, is utterly 
doomed. There are panicked reports 
from the looters within the World 
Jewish Congress that “anti-Semitism 
is on the rise” in Switzerland. How 
could this be? Sounds like an histori- 
cal precedent. Wait a moment, 
Dreifuss? Whould she have any re- 
lation to... nah. SMB] 


“Dual” Loyalty? 

W hat’s “dual” about it? The 
pressure to release 
Jonathan Pollard, once a 
nominal American but now officially 
an Israeli, comes almost entirely from 
Jewish sources. Indeed, columnist 
Georgie Anne Geyer pointed out that 
“the Conference of Presidents of 
Major American Jewish Organiza- 
tions [yes, thats the formal title], a 
consortium of no less than 55 groups, 
has called for Pollard’s release because 
spying for Israel, an ally, did not 
amount to high treason against the 
United States.” Ms Geyer continues, 
“That, like it or not, raises the 'dual 
loyalty’ issue — and now in the sen- 
sitive and crucial area of national se- 
curity itself.” 

The intelligence “community,” if 
we must adopt the 
current psychobabble 
terminology, is 
unanimously op- 
posed to Pollard’s re- 
lease. Those of us 
outside that tight 
little “community” are 
always left wonder- 
ing who was mind- 
ing the store when 
the mega-spies were 
making off with lit- 
erally truckloads of 
secrets, and flaunting 
their success. 

Nonetheless, the 
professionals know 
how much Pollard 
stole, how much he was paid by Is- 
rael for his betrayal, and how exten- 
sively the intelligence bonanza was 
jobbed to bad-guys around the world 
by America’s wonderful “allies,” the 
Israelis. 

As for President Clinton’s initial 
agreement at Wye to toss Pollard’s 
release into Israeli Prime Minister 
Netanyahu’s bag of goodies, Ms 
Geyer quotes a witness as reporting 
Clintons dismissal of concern with 
“Nah, don’t worry about it. It’ll blow 
over.” 

She compares this insouciance to 
Clinton’s indifference to the weaken- 
ing and demoralization of our own 
military, his refusal to consider a mis- 
sile defense, and his easy exchange of 
military technology for Red Chinese 


That’s the standard 
pitch for Christians — 
we owe them 
everything that they 
might demand — 
including the physical 
defense of Israel. They 
owe us nothing. Zero, 
zip, nada. The subject 
simply does not arise. 
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campaign cash. 

He thinks this will all blow over. 
And he may be right. 


Ducking the Draft in Israel 


F rom “the ultra-secular nose- 
ring set to the ultra-Orthodox 
yeshiva students, avoiding [Is- 
raeli] conscription has become a very 
serious social game for teen-agers.” 
So nearly half of young Israelis who 
are supposedly draft-bait avoid the 
call. Simply ignoring the law alto- 
gether, or claiming Orthodoxy, or tak- 
ing care of mama, or being too skinny, 
or just loony enough, or getting mar- 
ried, or just pregnant, or having more 
than one abortion can all mean some- 
body else has to do it. Oddly enough, 
claiming homosexuality doesn't gain 
your freedom. 

The accompanying picture in the 
New York Times shows Jewish mall- 
rats slouching and lying on floors at 
a “music festival.” Makes you proud 
to be dedicated to their defense. 
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AMERICANS 
SUBMIT TO THIS? 


by 

Dr. Susan L.M. Huck 

A New Book From America’s 
Most Damning Critic of 
Liberals 


Why Do We Americans Submit to... 

What? 

The D-List — This is what liberals like to see in the rest of us. 

Dumb, as in “dumbed down” and mute. 

Docile, ready to be guided and trained, ready to accept any outrage. 

Deprived of as much of our income as we will allow to be taken from us. 

Dispossessed of more and more property rights. 

Denied as many of our other rights as we will allow to be taken from us. 

Devalued as citizens by the creation of hordes of “instant voters” in time for elections. 

Demoted from independent citizens to dependent subjects. 

Deceived by the current propaganda line, whatever it may be. 

Diverted from an examination of the true situation. 

Denounced for destroying the earth, oppressing “others,” harboring bad thoughts.... 

Defensive and guilt-ridden about something or other, all the time. 

Deracinated, if white — forbidden a sense of racial identity or pride. 

Divided into “groups” or “blocs” for easy manipulation. 

Demeaned, as liberals in government assert authority over private and family affairs. 

Degraded by the squalor of public miseducation and government corruption. 

Displaced from schools and jobs by federal pressure favoring federally- favored groups. 

Dispirited in the face of so much gone wrong, and so little chance of fixing it. 

Disoriented by inversion of laws and values — what is right is now wrong, what is bad is 
now good — and vice versa , of course. 

Demoralized by the realization that any attempt to oppose liberalism will be ridiculed, 
denied institutional support, marginalized, and punished. 

Disorganized as foundations expend their tax-free fortunes by organizing synthetic 
“groups” and anointing “leaders” to carry out foundation plans. There is no such support for 
those opposing foundation-sponsored “planned social change.” 

Descabczado, or “beheaded,” deprived of leadership; potential leaders who are aware of 
and opposed to the plans of the liberal Establishment can expect to be smeared and, if that 
doesn’t work, ruined in some manner, usually financially. 

And finally... 

Disarmed is the ultimate liberal precaution. Anything can be done to diarmed people, as 
the history of the Twentieth Century more than amply demonstrates. 
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The chains which shackle your 
wrists, your ankles and your mind 
were forged by your apathy and the 
apathy of your neighbors. Look in the 
mirror; the image you see is the en- 
emy domestic. 


This is just the beginning. 

Chicago Mayor, Richard Daley, 
Washington Post, 27 December 1998 

F lush with success after watch- 
ing numerous States extort 246 
thousand million dollars from 
tobacco companies, mayors Daley and 
Moreal (New Orleans) et. al., have 
embarked on a new extortion racket; 
this time stealing from yet another 
industry that is not only engaged in a 
business that is otherwise legal, but 
whose products work exactly as ad- 
vertised. 

Their rationale? Guns are a pub- 
lic nuisance. Buried among their may- 
oral extortion schemes are two 
hidden premises: First, having foisted 
taxes, and all their evil constructs, 
upon the people to support their bla- 
tantly communistic plans (Socialist 
Security, and its corollaries, Medicare 
and Medicaid), and having run out 
of traditional victims (i.e. small busi- 
nesses) to keep their extortion 
schemes afloat; second, this band of 
criminals masquerading as public ser- 
vants uses the (illogical) rationale that 
because people have freely — of their 
own volition — elected to smoke 
cigarettes or commit a violent crime 
with a firearm, that, somehow, those 
“industries” which manufacture the 
products, should be held responsible 
to support “victims” of willfully cho- 
sen independent action as well as fu- 
ture “class action” looters. 

But the underlying current of 
thought that pervades Daleys state- 
ment happens to be total gun confis- 
cation. Make no mistake; the 
elimination of privately owned weap- 
ons has been the goal of Communists 
since their Fifth Column invasion of 
America began in earnest during the 
early part of the twentieth century. 
How else can they succeed in taking 
over remaining pockets of resistance 
after the masses have been brain- 
washed — Gramsci style — in the 
Dewey Camps? 


More invidious, however, is the 
way they are going about confisca- 
tion. The precursor is that non-entity 
known as “public health.” The “pub- 
lic” does not have a “health.” The fact 
that criminals and common street 
garbage are shooting and killing 
themselves over turf and/or drugs 
should be of concern to no one. (Un- 
less of course they happen to bother- 
ing otherwise peaceful law-abiding 
citizens.) As long as these human ir- 
relevancies are con- 
fined to their own 
ghettoes and away 
from civilized people, 
their self-extermina- 
tion is doing society 
a favor. It is, after all, 

Darwins theory com- 
ing home to roost. But 
the fact that they are 
killing each other 
and it is expected we 
should care or even 
worse, pay to help 
them recover, is non- 
sensical. Let these 
thugs kill each other; society is bet- 
ter off letting nature is doing her job. 
Regarding the obscene claim that 
those “victims” are a burden on “pub- 
lic health care,” the solution is simple; 
end socialized medicine. 

This “litigation,” along with its 
concomitant evil twin — loot extorted 
from tobacco — have all the earmarks 
of Fascism as instituted in Nazi Ger- 
many. And the really sad part? “The 
People,” whose precious freedoms 
were purchased with the blood of 
Patriots 222 years ago, and whose 
subsequent bills have been paid for 
by American soldiers since, couldnt 
care less. One day, when the smokers, 
freeholders and gun owners are gone, 
and our country’s last remaining re- 
sisters have been bred out of exist- 
ence, who will “The People” blame 
when they wake up and find them- 
selves enslaved? Or will they even 
notice they are enslaved? 


that is disproportionately affected by gun 
violence. 

Frizzel Gray, Chairman, NAACP, 
New York Times 22 February 1999. 
Page A14. 

M y first reaction to this is: 
“Look around you! You are 
‘disproportionately affected’ 
because your people behave like un- 
civilized barbarians.” But first a little 
anecdotal information on “Frizzel 
Gray.” “Frizzel Gray” has, for the last 
several years, gone by 
another name. Gray 
now goes by the “Af- 
rican” name of Kweisi 
Mfume. Frankly, I 
have no idea why. Of 
course, there must be 
a reason as to why 
Gray now calls him- 
self by an African 
name. It couldnt be 
that he is a convicted 
felon could it? He 
was, after all, con- 
victed of renting out 
(for prostitution) 
women of his “constituency.” It 
couldnt be that Gray has five chil- 
dren with five different women (none 
of whom are his wife), is it? No, that 
hasn’t anything to do with a name 
change. Gray’s actions are those of a 
pimp; prostituting his “constituency” 
to any “social cause” that promises a 
payoff for his NAACP. (Or, as SFC 
Barry calls it, the National All Afri- 
can Communist Party.) 

Gray, a former Representative from 
Baltimore and leader of the Commu- 
nist Congressional Black Caucus, now 
heads the overtly Communist 
NAACP. Gray, no doubt is looking 
to latch on to the extortion racket now 
being conducted by the cities and col- 
lect some of the loot for his organi- 
zation because the majority of gun 
violence “victims” happen to be Ne- 
gro — his “constituency.” This atti- 
tude (looting) is the essence of 
collectivist thought. As the last bul- 


As long as these 
human irrelevancies 
are confined to their 
own ghettoes and away 
from civilized people, 
their self- 
extermination is doing 
society a favor. 
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wark against tyranny (private owner- 
ship of militarily useful firearms) is 
being slowly eviscerated, look closely 
at who the Destroyers are: govern- 
ment (Federal, State and Local), and 
their collectivist errand boys in the 
NAACP. Watch for it, other collec- 
tivist organizations will pile on in a 
feeding frenzy Look for N OW (Na- 
tional Organization of Women) to 
throw their berserk feminist “logic” 
into the fray; no doubt because they 
will claim that women suffer “dispro- 
portionately” from violence (no doubt 
at the hands of men) as well. 

Firearms provide the opportunity 
for civilized society (and that includes 
some Negroes), to protect themselves 
against the barbarians that make up 
Gray’s “constituency.” The fact that 
Negroes commit crimes at a grossly 
disproportionate rate of over 10 times 
that of Caucasians is one reason why 
Negroes are killed “disproportion- 
ately”; and, let’s be honest, 88 per- 
cent of the crimes committed against 
Negroes are committed by other Ne- 
groes. Gray should look into taming 
his “constituency,” not suing on its 
behalf. 

But by utilizing Grays logic, per- 
haps Caucasians should file a “class 
action” suit against Gray and the 
NAACP for the disproportionate 
amount of crimes committed by Ne- 
groes and intentionally inflicted upon 
us. On reflection, I realize that much 
of what Negroes possess has been 
looted from us to begin with and, 
realizing most of our wealth is now 
gone forever, never to be reclaimed, I 
would settle for the useless mouths 
among them leaving the country thus 
sparing us their “diversity.” [Editor’s 
interjection: In fact, I am exploring 
the logistics of starting the Resister 
Colonization Society. Some things 
just make sense. SMB] 

No gun-control law has ever been 
struck down because of the Second 
Amendment. 

Brian Morton, a spokesman for 
Center to Prevent Handgun Violence 
in Washington, D.C. 03 April 1999. 
Associated Press. 

W ell, God forbid we let the 
Constitution stand on its 
own merits. Mr. Morton, 
while uttering this particularly hor- 
rible quote, no doubt speaks the truth. 


But by utilizing Gray’s 
logic, perhaps 
Caucasians should file 
a “class action” suit 
against Gray and the 
NAACP for the 
disproportionate 
amount of crimes 


There are so few times when gun 
control “laws” have been properly 
addressed. No doubt, such “laws” have 
never been struck 

down in the name of 

the Second Amend- 
ment. But on Friday, 

02 April 1999, a U.S. 

District Court in 
Lubbock, Texas, over- 
turned a law that re- 
stricted men who 
have an “order of pro- 
tection” against them 
from possessing fire- 
arms. 

Stephen 
Holbrook, a pro-gun 
attorney and author committed by Negroes 
( That Every Man Be j . . n 

Armed), has stated and intentionally 

that if the federal inflicted upon US. 
government appeals ______ 

this case, it could be 
the case that is accepted for review 
by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, thus finally getting a complete 
decision rendered on the right to keep 
and bear arms clause of the Second 
Amendment. The judge in Lubbock, 

Texas, the Honorable Judge Sam R. 

Cummings stated in part, “The right 
to keep and bear arms in an individual 
right.” No argument from me. Read- 
ing what Justice Clarence Thomas 
said in Printzv. U.S. y no doubt if this 
case goes before the Supreme Court, 
all control laws will be stricken from 
the books. Then, Sarah Brady, Brian 
Morton and their cabal of socialist 
henchmen will hang from lamp posts 
everywhere. 


Still not convinced that gun con- 
trol advocates should hang? Read this 
execration that came from a reader in 
Long Island, New York. 

FIREARMS/PISTOL LI- 
C-ENSES/LONG GUN POSSES- 
SION: 

Determine if any party to the do- 
mestic incident is a pistol license 
holder. 

CONFISCATION OF PISTOL 
LICENSES AND LICENSED 
FIREARMS: 

Confiscate pistol licenses and li- 
censed firearms when licensee is ar- 
rested, regardless of the offense. 


Confiscate pistol licenses and li- 
censed firearms when an order of pro- 
tection exists against licensee 

Confiscate legally 
possessed weapons 
when such weapons 
create imminent risk 
of violence or serious 
physical injury. 

Note : A Pistol Li- 
cense is a privilege. Any 
licensed p istol holder 
who refuses to surren- 
der pistol license and/ 
or firearms upon law- 
ful request must be re- 
ported to the 
appropriate licensing 
agency. 
Commissioners Pro- 
cedural Order Num- 
ber 12-95: Domestic 
Incident/Domestic 
violence Policy and Procedures. 
Dated: 08 Sept. 95 (Nassau County 
New York) 

T here are several points here 
which need exposing. First 
and foremost, look who issued 
the “order.” The Commissioner of 
Police of Nassau County, Long Island 
New York. Look closer this time. 
Does this “order” remind you of 
something? I have the sneaking sus- 
picion the Commissioner is copy-cat- 
ting so-called “Executive Orders” that 
are the de jure way of governing with 
whomever occupies the White 
House. The Commissioner, like the 
President and Mayor Giuliani, New 
York City (see quote below), has ar- 
rogated to himself the authority to 
violate basic rights enumerated in the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Admittedly, while the issuing of 
unconstitutional orders grates on my 
nerves, the fact that the police are 
required to confiscate your weapons 
when you are arrested, regardless of 
the offense, I find particularly odious. 
And if that is not enough to make 
you retch, when a man (you see, these 
are all targeted at men), has an “or- 
der of protection” issued against him 
(no doubt from some berserk female 
wanting to make his life exceedingly 
difficult), the police have the “author- 
ity” confiscate your weapon(s) and 
your license (to make sure you can- 
not purchase anymore through their 
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unconstitutional system) if for no 
other reason than you might seek to 
defend yourself. Make no mistake, 
shrieking feminist groups pushed for 
“spousal abuse” laws that men, who 
retained a shred of their manhood, 
voted down in the Nassau County 
Legislature, only to have the same 
shrieking, insane female group pres- 
sure the Commissioner or County 
Executive to their point of view. 

Ifyou can stomach all of the above, 
certainly the “note” that “A Pistol Li- 
cense is a privilege,” should be 
enough to clue you in regarding how 
your government views your inalien- 
able rights. Regardless of what the 
Commissioner states, a “pistol license” 
is not a privilege; a pistol license is 
an unconstitutional act meant to make 
you forcibly conform to the state. If 
your government, and by this I mean 
your Federal or State Government, 
had any regard for its role as the guar- 
antor of individual rights and liber- 
ties, would, as their constitutional 
duty, call into service the local mili- 
tia and remove the Commissioner and 
his criminal henchmen and let them 
swing from the nearest tree as an ex- 
ample to totalitarians, no doubt this 
would prevent others from attempt- 
ing the same act of despotism. But 
they wont. It will be up to citizens to 
take the law, as it was intended, into 
their own hands and make their 
elected officials pay the price due all 
tyrants. 

But hey, don’t worry, we have al- 
lies who stand up for us. 

Finding a nd Fighting Gun Owners' 
Hidden Enemies. 

Front cover of American Rifleman, 
Official Journal ofThe National Rifle 
Association. February 1999 

U m . . .guys, you are our “hid- 
den enemies.” Ask someone 
from the NRA if they are for 
gun control. (They will invariably say 
“no.”) Then ask them if they are for 
“Insta-Check.” (They will invariably 
say “yes.”) Then tell them that “Insta- 
Check” is gun control and watch 
them go into nuclear meltdown. They 
will yammer and drool uncontrolla- 
bly as they try to figure out the para- 
dox you put them in. Look folks, the 
NRA has been compromising away 
your rights regarding firearms since 
1934. And with “Chuck” at the helm 


(he organized Hollywood for the 
1968 Omnibus Gun Control Act and 
proudly admits to marching with 
Martin Luther King), no doubt you 
eventually lose the rest of your rights. 

Personally, if you 
wish to join an orga- 
nization that stands up 
for the Constitution, 
join Gun Owners of 
America (GOA). 

They have never _________ 

compromised with 
totalitarians. 

As for the NRA: With friends like 
them, who needs enemies? 

The V-Chip is only the beginning. 

Vice President Al Gore, New York 
Times, 16 March 1999 

A nd you thought it was just 
guns the government was try- 
ing to control? Without 
sounding condescending (Resister 
readers are more intelligent and more 
politically attune than most others), 
did you really think the government 
was heeding the advice of Non-Gov- 
ernmental Organizations (NGOs) 
about installing V-Chips for your own 
good? Oh, about those NGOs, it was 
one, the so-called “Christian Coali- 
tion” led by “conservatives” like Gary 
Bauer and Ralph Reed that pressed 
the Clinton Regime (and Clinton and 
his Marxist buddies were all to happy 
to comply) into making the V-Chip 
a part of television sets. 

Designed as a tool to “aid” parents 
in restricting what their children 
watch when there is no adult super- 
vision, the V-Chip, in reality, is noth- 
ing more than a tool to aid the 
government in supervising (read: con- 
trol) what you watch. No doubt, 
eventually, the government is look- 
ing for total control of what it is you 
view through your “mind control” 
box. 

As generation after generation 
slavishly worship the bright flicker- 
ing images that invade their homes, 
and as Hollywood keeps advancing 
their version of history, is there any 
doubt that our children are being pro- 
grammed and brainwashed to believe 
that Speilberg’s version of the “Ho- 
locaust” or World War II is the “ way 
it happened”? You know whats com- 
ing next: So-called “Hollywood His- 
tory” will eventually complement 


As for the NRA: With 
friends like them, who 
needs enemies? 


“outcome based education” and we 
will see the final coup de grace deliv- 
ered to the once proud Republic. 
Why do you think there is a rush to 
wire every classroom to the Internet? 
_ If those of you 
who wish to shield 
your children (not to 
mention yourselves) 
from the harmful 
propaganda which 
emanates from your 
mind control box, 
what prevents you from (a) keeping 
the infernal things out of your home 
or (b) you yourself restricting what it 
is your children watch? My mother 
had a very simple solution: She cut 
the plug off. Others I know, just keep 
cable out of the house and spend time 
together as a family. The result? Their 
children are among the best behaved 
and among the brightest students. Do 
you see the ancillary effect of mini- 
mal television? As for “the people,” 
God forbid a little self-discipline 
should enter the picture. But no, 
people no longer think for them- 
selves; they must rely on government 
“solutions” to solve their problems for 
them. 

Remember, Al Gore said the V- 
Chip is only the beginning. 

The heart isn't traded on the stock 
market yet> but it has a home. And it 
beats to the left. 

Former Finance Minster and 
Chairman of the ruling Green party 
of Germany, Oskar Lafontaine. 

New YorkTimes, 15 March 1999. 
Page A12. 


T! 


he “read between the lines” 
meaning of that monstrous 
quote is “compassion,” as de- 
fined and enforced by the state (read: 
communism), will attend to your ev- 
ery need (from each according to his 
ability and to each according to his 
needs) while capitalism (the stock 
market reference) is reflected as 
“mean-spirited,” cold and heartless. 

Mr. Lafontaine, as noted, was the 
“former” Finance Minister of Ger- 
many. He resigned on Thursday 11 
March 1999 due to his insistence that 
taxes be raised to support increases in 
workers salaries (already among the 
world’s highest), which enraged both 
German businessmen and investors. 
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Lafontaine was appointed Finance 
Minister by Gerhard Schroder when 
their “Green’ (read: Communist) 
Party swept to power in elections held 
late last year. Lafontaines break with 
Schroder came when Schroder him- 
self realized that his plans to com- 
munize Germany totally didn’t sit well 
with “industry” and “ das VoIP 9 When 
push came to shove, they’d just pre- 
fer old fashioned Fascism. 

Tolerance is a necessity. And compro- 
mise is the glue that renders democracy 
possible. 

Former Speaker-Elect of the 
House, Robert L. Livingstone. New 
York Times, 26 February 1999. Page 
A18. 

T here are quotes that are hor 
rific and tnere are quotes that 
are horrifically true. This par- 
ticular quote encapsulates both. 

Livingstone, a Menshevik (i.e., 
Republican) from the “right wing” of 
the Socialist Democrat Party, uttered 
this abomination his last day in of- 
fice as a “public servant.” Livingstone, 
for those who do not recall, withdrew 
from becoming House Speaker the 
day Bill Clinton was impeached for 
“High Crimes and misdemeanors” 
when he realized he was to be “outed” 
by smut peddler and nihilist Larry 
Flynt as a serial adulterer. 

Tolerance is a necessity for what? 
Governing? Hardly. No doubt “tol- 
erance,” as it is used here, is meta- 
phor for compassion — the same 
compassion that Oskar Lafontaine 
represents. Um ... no thanks, I’ll take 
my government as uncompassionate 
as it can get. I do not want, nor do I 
need, the government “feeling” sorry 
for me because (go ahead and pick 
one): I have no job; my house was 
destroyed by a hurricane/flood/tor- 
nado/fire/earthquake; I have no medi- 
cal insurance or no retirement pension. 
If government would get off my back 
and take their “compassionate” hand 
out of my pocket, no doubt I would 
be able to afford the various types of 
insurance needed to survive nature’s 
wrath and also be able to provide for 
my own retirement. But no; they want 
me to be tolerant; to be “compassion- 
ate” (read: submit to extortion) with 
my money to help all the incompe- 
tents or irrelevancies out there who 
are to lazy to care for themselves. No 


doubt we would be able to afford life’s 
needs without the government if it 
wasn’t for the government. 

As ror state prescribed “tolerance,” 
I’ll leave that for those in Moscow 
or Beijing. 

The Mensheviks, always eager to 
“work with” (read: compromise and 
appease) the Bolsheviks (i.e., Demo- 
crats, the “Left wing” of the Social 
Democrat Party), want us to believe 
the only way for the 
country to go forward 
is to compromise on 
one’s principles. The 
Republicans, since 
Joseph McCarthy 
was hounded from 
the Senate in 1952, 
have been compro- 
mising away what 
little liberty you have 
attempted to retain. 

The result of 
McCarthy’s purging 
was the death of op- 
position to commu- 
nist rule. The 
co-opting started in earnest when the 
Republicans were backed into a cor- 
ner, and was complete when they 
adopted the lexicon of the Left. No 
longer willing to stand for principle, 
Republicans now cower in fear at the 
utterance of such words as “mean- 
spirited,” “fascist” or “racist” and thus 
cave quickly. 

And because they caved in, what 
is left indeed renders democracy pos- 
sible. Do you doubt me? The last ves- 
tige of republicanism was voted away 
by the “will of the people” (there they 
go again) in Amendment XVII (the 
direct election of Senators), and the 
result of that execration was the ac- 
quittal of Bill Clinton on the charges 
of perjury and obstruction of justice 
because the Senators, who feared the 
wrath of — you guessed it — “The 
People,” only looked out for their ben- 
efit laden jobs, not their oath to the 
Constitution. 

The Republican Party must now re- 
embrace Ronald Reagans principles — 
principles that have won complete sup- 
port and agree?nent from one end of our 
party to the other. 

Governor George E. Pataki (New 
York), in a speech at the University 
of Chicago Law School, 04 February 


1999 as printed in the New York 
Times 05 February 1999. Page Bl. 

G eorge E. Pataki, the pro- 
abortion, pro-civil rights, 
“borrow, tax and spend,” big 
government and anti-Southern Gov- 
ernor of the State of New York, wants 
Republicans to return to the principles 
(like he knows anything about prin- 
ciple) of President Ronald Reagan. 

President Reagan, for 
those who do not re- 
member, was pro- 
life, anti-civil rights, 
for lower taxes and 
was for state-centered 
federalism. 

Governor Pataki, 
for those not paying 
attention to the na- 
tional political scene, 
is running (without 
declaring) for the vice 
presidential nod on 
the Republican ticket 
in 2000. What is 
particularly nauseat- 
ing about Pataki’s pitiful attempt to 
portray himself as a “front-runner,” is 
his appeal to the those who still re- 
tain some principle among Republi- 
cans. Pataki, who refused to support 
the impeachment and/or removal of 
Bill Clinton in the name of “biparti- 
sanship” (read: single party rule), con- 
tinually works against the very people 
whose vote he courts with his un- 
seemly platform. Pataki is among the 
new-wave of “RepubliCrats” who, 
along with Governor Whitman of 
New Jersey, Elizabeth Dole (to name 
a few), continually thumb their noses 
at the base of their party that sup- 
ported the platform of President 
Reagan. 

For our readers in the Peoples 
Democratic Republic of New York, 
Pataki, in 1996, floated a bond issue 
(read: asked you to raise taxes) in a 
referendum whose money is at the 
disposal of the party bosses (former 
U.S. Senator Alphonse D’Amato and 
State Senator Marino). Together, they 
“borrowed” your money to spend on 
more “public works” projects in order 
“buy” votes to keep themselves in of- 
fice. The result so far? At least 
D’Amato was fired. What is more 
disgusting, however, is Pataki’s insis- 
tence that he is the “heir” to Presi- 
dent Reagan. Ever notice how every 


But no; they want me 
to be tolerant; to be 
“compassionate” (read: 
submit to extortion) 
with my money to help 
all the incompetents or 
irrelevancies out there 
who are to lazy to care 
for themselves. 


Vol. V, No. 2 


35 


Republican invokes the name of a 
principled and honest man like Presi- 
dent Reagan to advance their “bipar- 
tisan” socialist agenda? I will admit, 
President Reagan was not perfect; he 
made mistakes. (Most notably sign- 
ing legislation making Martin Luther 
Kings birthday a national holiday.) 
Regardless of his mistakes, no other 
President stood up to Soviet expan- 
sion and took them to task on their 
hegemonic agenda. And, only 
Reagan, unlike any other post World 
War II presidents, and in defiance of 
the Council on Foreign Relations 
(CFR), had the courage to take back 
territory from the Soviet Empire 
(Grenada). 

Pataki, who proudly proclaims 
himseif“progressive” (read: Commu- 
nist) on “social issues” (read: pro- 
abortion and anti-family) while being 
“fiscally conservative” (read: we’ll tax 
you just enough to keep you from 
amassing too much wealth) when it 
comes to “taxes,” has the nerve to 
compare his record which is dia- 
metrically opposed to the constituency 
he attempts to ingratiate himself to. 

As for President Reagan, he was 
not progressive; he was reactionary 
in every sense of the word. 

Personally, I cannot stomach trai- 
torous New World Order filth like 
the Doles, Bushes and, least of all, 
some two-bit politician like George 
Pataki claiming they are for the prin- 
ciples of President Reagan. President 
Reagan inspired people because he 
elicited trust; because he kept his word 
and, most of all, because he didn’t 
moisten his finger and stick in the air 
to see which way the political winds 
were blowing. President Reagan, de- 
spite his failings, had something go- 
ing for him that no one since the early 
days of the Republic had — consis- 
tency. 

As for Governor Pataki and the 
charge of being “anti-Southern,” in 
1996, pandering to parasite Negro 
shrieks, Pataki ordered the state flag 
of Georgia taken down from the 
Capitol building in Albany and 
shipped back to Georgia. The rea- 
son? The Georgia state flag, as a re- 
minder of its proud history, contained 
part of old Confederate Battle Flag. 


The RESISTER 


Speaking of principles: 


Pataki Wants Tobacco Cash To Ease 
Debt: Would Allot Only 25% To Bolster 
Health Care. 

Headline, New York Times, 27 
January 1999. Page Bl. 


s 


ee what I mean? Pataki, who 
I willingly jumped on board with 
the other states to sue an indus- 
try (Tobacco) which has engaged in 
legal activities since the first colonies 
settled in the New 
World, has taken his " 

share of the loot to 
ease the debt he 
helped create (by 
spending more on 
“public works”), 
while putting little of 
it where is ostensibly 
was to go — state 
portions of socialist 
Medicaid. 

Does extorting 
money from a com- 
pany which makes a _______ 

legal product that 
people individually make a choice in 
consuming sound like a the act of 
principled man? Does extorting 
money from a company which makes 
a legal product to pay off Keynesian 
induced debt sound like the act of 
principled man? Does extorting 
money from a company which makes 
a legal product sound like something 
President Ronald Reagan would have 
done? 

No doubt we will find Governor 
Pataki on the Republican Presiden- 
tial ticket for his progressive” stand 
regarding extortion. Why? Because 
“the people” will want it. 

This next quote needs some back- 
ground before it is introduced. Late 
in February, the Mayor of New York, 
Rudolph Giuliani, issued an “Execu- 
tive Order” which stated anyone 
caught with a blood-alcohol level of 
.10 (the legal definition of drunk in 
most states;, would have their vehicles 
seized and, upon conviction in court, 
held for public auction. If that in and 
of itself is a horror quote, what Mayor 
Giuliani said next can only be de- 
scribed as a quote of Orwellian pro- 
portions. 


Let's say somebody is acquitted , and 
it's one of those acquittals in which the 
person was guilty , but there is just not 
quite enough evidence beyond a reason- 
able doubt , that m ight be a situation in 
which the car would still be forfeited. 

Mayor Rudolph Giuliani, New 
York Times, 23 February 1999. Page 
Al 


T l 

; 


hose who seize the property 
of others are called Commu- 
nists. If, in the court of law, 
someone is acquitted, no punishment 
is rendered. What 
1 — — — — — — Giuliani is stating, in 

Does extorting money ^“ cert ^terms is 

° J that regardless ot the 

from a company which law, he intends to ex- 


makes a legal product 
that people 
individually make a 
choice in consuming 
sound like a the act of 
principled man? 


propriate the property 
of innocent citizens 
because he has arro- 
gated himself the 
ability to do so. Of 
course, Giuliani has 
no idea that the Con- 
stitution of the 
United States means, 
_______ ___ its very core, the 

protection of private 
property; most notably from govern- 
ment \ 

There is an underlying, evil premise 
at work here. What if New York City, 
as it has in the past, ran the risk of 
bankruptcy and, as an answer to its 
fiscal problems, started targeting ve- 
hicles of certain “classes,” to pay off 
its debt? Don’t doubt it cannot hap- 
pen. This arrogation of power to 
Giuliani gives him unprecedented 
authority to confiscate your property 
at will. So, to all you owners of 
BMW’s, Mercedes and Rolls Royces, 
I have some advice for you: If you 
drink and drive, your vehicle will pay 
some Negro’s welfare check tnat 
week. 

What are the citizens of New York 
City to do? If, at some time, a crowd 
of citizens were to storm city hall, 
hands filled with rope, no doubt 
Giuliani would (quickly) rethink his 
stand on property. That notwithstand- 
ing, if police officers were to start 
showing up in body bags, that too 
might convince the Mayor as to the 
importance of private property. 

After nearly five years in office , Mr. 
Mandela is still beloved y a leader who 
can scold an audience for two hours and 
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still get a standing ovation , as he did re- 
cently after he told a largely white group 
in a rich Johannesburg suburb (the same 
one he lives in) that they had to stop de- 
fending their privileges and do more to 
tr an form the country into an economic 
democracy as well as apolitical one. 

New York Times article by 
Suzanne Daley, 23 March 1999. 
Page Al. 

T hey don t come any more hor- 
rific than this. Can you imag- 
ine being scolded for nearly 
two hours by a communist on the 
privileges (read: wealth) that you 
have accumulated over a lifetime, and 
told that you must help the country 
you built become an “economic de- 
mocracy”? [Editors interjection: Ev- 
ery nation that has collapsed into ruin 
has made one unrecoverable mistake. 
In the United States it was not lynch- 
ing Abolitionists (which would have 
purged the nascent socialist and “femi- 
nist” movements also). South Africa’s 
was not putting a bullet in that 
Communist’s brain the moment they 
had him in custody, along with his 
supporters as soon as they were iden- 
tified. (Sigh) The problem with his- 
tory is that its vision is 20/20. Solving 
problems created by the stupidity of 
our predecessors becomes progres- 
sively “messier” in proportion as the 
time of those problems’ origins and 
failure to solve them expeditiously 
increases. SMB] 

The Resister has given its defini- 
tion of democracy as “The demand 
by the stupid to rule the intelligent 
because the stupid outnumber the in- 
telligent.” And no doubt here in South 
Africa, Nelson Mandela, has told the 
“intelligent” (read: Whites) that they 
will redistribute their wealth to the 
“stupid” (read: Africans) because the 
“stupid” outnumber the intelligent. 
And the Whites take it. 

Africans, throughout their long 
pitiful existence, have never, not once, 
taken responsibility for their inabil- 
ity to provide for themselves. Afri- 
cans, like their “American” counter 
parts, have looted from others because 
their race has, at its very core, para- 
sitism as a way of life. Africans could 
never conceive of Western Civiliza- 
tion, so they set out to destroy the 
good simply because it is good it by 
bringing civilization down to their 


level: Those sewers and cesspools they 
wallow in. 

And still Whites take it. But then 
I look at America, and I realize that 
white South Africa 
has, as its role model, 
a country that no 
longer has the 
wherewithal to take 
pride in its origins, so 
why should South 
Africa? 


And South Africa's 
crime situation , he in- 
sists, is nothing new. 
Blacks , he said , have 
always had to live with 
crime; the only thing 
new is that it is now af- 
fecting whites. 

Ibid. 


The situation has been more or less 
like th is in the black areas all along. But 
the whites did not worry. They did not 
even know. We have removed the bar- 
rier between whites and blacks , and for 
the first time whites are now sharing the 
problems , which are nothing new. 
Nelson Mandela, Ibid. 


Living among Whites 
here in America, given 
the estimated 15% 
White “blood” they’ve 
accumulated, their 
average intelligence 
has increased to 
borderline “dull.” It 
hasn’t helped. 


based on the evidence presented. 
These next two advertisements ap- 
peared four days apart in the lower 
right hand corner of the Op-ed page 
________ in the New York 

Times. The lower 
right hand comer of 
the Times for those 
who do not know, is 
reserved for the com- 
munists so they may 
get their message out 
in the guise of “pub- 
lic information.” 
These ads were 
placed by a known 
communist, nihilist 
and lesbian group 
called, “Center For 
Gender Equality.” 


RELIGIOPOLITICS: A BAD 
MIX FOR WOMEN. (31 January 
1999) 

Nearly half of women say the 
country would be better off if politi- 
cians were guided by religious values 
when making policy decisions. (I'm 
horrified !) 


W ho said blacks did not cre- 
ate aiything? Now that we 
have ^democracy” in South 
Africa, Whites can share in some- 
thing inherent to the Negro race — 
puerile and violent behavior. From the 
reports coming in from South Africa, 
there is plenty to be shared. 

Sharing aside, there is more than 
enough scientific evidence to prove 
the Negro race in Africa is on the 
average genetically borderline “men- 
tally deficient.” Living among Whites 
here in America, given the estimated 
15% White “blood” they’ve accumu- 
lated, their average intelligence has 
increased to borderline “dull.” It hasn’t 
helped. Negroes still commit crime 
at a rate of over 10 times that of their 
White counterparts. Still holding 
notions of racial equality? Did I hear 
someone say segregation? 

Feminists Hate Women 

O ne of the tenets of free speech 
is that it allows both sides of 
an issue to be heard and de- 
bated so people can render a decision 


More than twice as many women 
think the Christian Coalition works 
in the interests of women than think 
it is a threat. (Deep shock here folks.) 

36% of women agree with the 
Southern Baptist resolution that 
“wives should submit graciously to 
their husbands.” Almost half (48%) 
say it is better if the man is the 
achiever outside the home. (So, 
what s the problem ?) 

CAN THEY EXPECT EQUAL- 
ITY FROM CHURCH AND 
STATE? (03 February 1999) 

In the past six years, the percent- 
age of women who believe politicians 
should be guided by religious values 
has increased by more than 40%. 

Forty-eight percent of women say 
it is better for society if the man is 
the achiever outside the home, and 
the woman takes care of the home 
and family. 

Seventy percent of women now 
favor more restrictions on abortion, 
including 40% who think it should 
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be outlawed except in cases of rape, 
incest or to save a womans life. 

A s stated earlier, one of the te 
nets of free speech is to per 
suade someone else to accept 
your argument. Is it so bad that 
women, in increasingly large numbers, 
have come to realize that men should 
be in charge; should be the bread- 
winners, and that women should stay 
home and take care of the family? God 
did not make distinctions between 
man and woman so that the Center 
For Gender Equality could subvert 
His will and His laws. 

Is it so bad that women have, for 
the most part become disgusted with 
abortion and the proponents thereof? 
Is it so bad that women have come to 
realize that the role of woman is to 
reproduce and be an help meet for 
her man? Obviously the Center For 
Gender Equality is threatened by 
those who it means to “protect.” 
(From what?) 

And this is the crux of the 'pro- 
choice” argument: “Pro-choicers are 
not for “choice,” they are for infanti- 
cide in every sense of the word. 
Nearly all involved with organizations 
such Center For Gender Equality, 
National Organization for Women 
(NOW), Feminist Majority et. al., are 
for infanticide. You see, their “choice” 
is abortion and they want abortion to 
be your “choice” as well. These groups 
do not want a woman to have “free 
will” or “choice.” Through coercion 
and propaganda, they want to force 
women to bend like trees in their 
Marxist ideological hurricane. Re- 
garding the women whose opinions 
are reflected in the ads above, they 
have given me hope the intelligent 
are recapturing the argument. If even 
women are starting to shrug off the 
brainwashing, we re getting there 
folks; slowly, but were getting there. 

But they are giving [Elia] Kazan a 
lifetime achievement award , and the 
major achievement of his lifetime was to 
contribute to one of the worst civil liber- 
ties violations in the country. 

Bernard Gordon quoted in 
Maureen Dowds column in the New 
York Times. 

C ommunists in “Hollywood” 
have their panties in a wad 
because Kazan, in 1952, tes- 


tified before the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities (HCUA). 
In doing so, Kazan, a former Com- 
munist in the 1930 s, told the com- 
mittee of the depth and breadth of 
communist activity in the movie in- 
dustry. Kazan, who repudiated his 
Communist past, _____ 
gave to the commit- 
tee key names, who 
wound up being 
“black-listed” for 
their subversive and 
anti-American activi- 
ties. The result? Gor- 
don and his friends 
could no longer work 
legitimately; they had 
to use pen-names in 
order to get paid, and 
then, it was at a much 
reduced rate due to 
their communist past. 

Upon reflection, it 

seems like Kazan ex- « 

ercised his constitu- 
tional right to free speech to insure 
that his right continues for the fore- 
seeable future. No doubt that if Gor- 
don and his comrades had assumed 
power, anyone exercising “free 
speech” would find themselves on a 
one way trip to the Gulag. Either that 
.or anticipating pistol bullet in the 
back of the neck. 

Yugoslav President Slobodan 
Milosevic should make no mistake , the 
United States takes care of its own. 

Bill Clinton in a speech given 31 
March 1999. 

C linton, who no doubt is a mili- 
tary genius due to the num- 
ber of times he has deployed 
troops the world over, can now speak 
from experience of America “talcing 
care of its own.” Clinton, who cut and 
ran from serving honorably (okay, wild 
speculation) in Viet Nam, is waging 
war on Serbia in order to prevent eth- 
nic Serbs from expelling ethnic Al- 
banians from Serbia. In other words, 
to prevent Serbia from remaining an 
ethnically pure, White Christian na- 
tion. Can’t have that! It might encour- 
age others. 

OnTuesday,23 March 1999, three 
US soldiers patrolling the Kosovo/ 
Macedonia border were ambushed 
and taken prisoner by a Serbian bor- 
der guard patrol. Clinton, upon hear- 


Life as a mercenary is 
hell. You never know 
when you are going to 
be sold out. However, 
if you pay attention, 
you will know who will 
sell you out. Their 
initials are stenciled on 
all your issued 
equipment. 


ing of their capture, issued the “threat” 
above. Demands that the three pris- 
oners be treated “according to the 
Geneva conventions” were blubbered. 
Just one problem. There was no dec- 
laration of war against Serbia. Our 
bombs rain on them. Our “news” me- 
dia screams rehashed 
World War I propa- 
ganda about them 
because they are 
White, Christian, ra- 
cialist, nationalist, and 
refuse to knuckle un- 
der to the “interna- 
tionalist” order (they 
wouldn’t join the 
World Bank!). But, 
no war. All this is 
being done in the 
name of “peace.” 
Therefore, the 
Geneva conventions 
do not apply. So, now 

— - ' '■ » three (ostensibly US) 

soldiers, whose UN 
province is attacking a sovereign na- 
tion without a declaration of war 
(didn’t we throw a hissy-fit about that 
when the Japs did it to us? — oh, 
wait, that was different !) are Serbian 
prisoners awaiting trial. A month after 
ABLE SENTRY, their UN mission 
in Macedonia ended, they were still 
in country, scuts for the European 
Union and NATO. They were mer- 
cenaries. The Serbs who captured 
them were soldiers of a sovereign 
nation. Mercenaries get paid to play. 
Those three lost. 

The US “takes care of its own” all 
right. That is why we abandoned 
about 25,000 GIs in Soviet gulags 
following Roosevelt’s War. And over 
1,000 to Korean and Chinese Com- 
munists following Truman’s War. And 
an equal amount to the North Viet- 
namese and Chinese following 
Johnson’s War. But, they were cap- 
tured by Communists, and the Council 
on Foreign Relations forbade “embar- 
rassing” Communists by demanding 
the return of US prisoners they said 
they didn’t have. That would have 
created “tensions.” Life as a merce- 
nary is hell. You never know when 
you are going to be sold out. How- 
ever, if you pay attention^you will 
know who will sell you out. Their ini- 
tials are stenciled on all your issued 
equipment. 
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ANOTHER ONE 
BITES THE DUST 


by 

SFC John S. Mosby 


U nlike most people, when I hear 
another Communist has 
taken a dirt bath, I smile; no, 
I laugh with childlike glee. The car- 
cass of Virginia Durr, a well-known 
Communist “civil rights” agitator, was 
dumped into a slit trench on 24 Feb- 
ruary 1999. 

Durr (“just happened to be”) on 
hand to bail Rosa Parks out of jail in 
1955 because Parks refused to sur- 
render her bus seat to a white man. 
Why is that important to note? Durr 
was Parks’ “case officer” in the 
NAACP inspired event. Here is a 
partial list of organizations comrade 
Durr belonged to. The NAACP (no 
surprise there), the blatantly commu- 
nist “Southern Conference for Hu- 
man Welfare,” which had, as its goal, 
the ending of segregation, and the 
Progressive Party. Durr, close friend 
of Eleanor Roosevelt, worked tire- 
lessly to bring about an end to the 
poll tax, which prevented non-prop- 
ertied people from voting. Ah yes, as 
you can no doubt tell, Mrs. Durr was 
a staunch advocate of “democracy.” 
Would you like to know how evil 
Durr really was? In 1948, she ran for 
the Senate on the Progressive Party 
ticket with known Communist Henry 
A. Wallace. Wallace, as you may re- 
call, was booted off Roosevelts ticket 
in 1944 because his actions drew too 
much attention to Roosevelt’s pro- 
Stalin stance, and we couldn’t have 
“the people” kno'wingXhzX the Repub- 
lic was being sold down the river, now 
could we? 

Even though Durr lost her bid for 
the Senate, she moved to Montgom- 
ery, Alabama, to organize “bus boy- 
cotts and other civil rights activities” 


so says The NezuYorkTimes. What the 
Times meant was, Durr went to Ala- 
bama to agitate for 
the Communist Party, 
and when she did so, 
her true politics be- 
came widely known 
as she and her hus- 
band were called to 
the Senate’s Internal 
Security Subcommit- 
tee for harboring 
Communist sympa- 
thies. Durr, no doubt 
telling the truth, tes- 
tified that she was not 
a member ofCPUSA 
(Communist Party 
United States of 
America) and had not 
attended any Party 
meetings. Of course 
not. Communists 
knew the tactical ad- 
vantage of having organizations such 
as NAACP, ACLU and the “South- 
ern Conference for Human Welfare” 
as their fronts. That way all could 
claim, without being cited for per- 
jury, that they did not in fact ever be- 
long to CPUSA. Besides, Durr’s 
brother-in-law was known Commu- 
nist, and Supreme Court Justice, 
Hugo Black. Black watched her “six.” 
It is important to note that Durr 
died in Carlisle PA. After her “cru- 
sade” to save the Negro, Durr and her 
husband Clifford, were run out of 
Alabama as “race traitors.” No doubt 
they escaped being hauled into a tree 
by the neck by fleeing the conse- 
quences of their inflicting “good” 
upon the innocent. 


Among all the wonderful eulogies 
of the bitch Durr, one in particular 
stands out: 

“A white woman, born to privi- 
lege in the Deep South, Mrs. Durr 
refused to turn a blind eye to racism 
and intolerance in our society. Her 
courage and steely conviction in the 
earliest days of the civil rights move- 
ment helped to change this nation 
forever.” 

“[HJelped to change this nation 
forever” should resonate with you for 
the rest of your life. Next time you 
lose out on that job because of affir- 
mative action, think about the author 
of that quote and the person he is 
speaking of. Next 
time you or your 
child loses out on the 
university, law school 
or medical school 
you wanted and were 
qualified to attend, 
think about the au- 
thor of that quote and 
the person he is 
speaking of. Next 
time you look at your 
paycheck and see the 
amount of taxes taken 
out for “social pro- 
grams,” think about 
the author of that 
quote and the person 
he is speaking of. 
Next time you see a 
“civil rights” demon- 
stration (read: riot), 
think about the author of that quote 
and the person he is speaking of. 

The author of that quote is Bill 
Clinton. Virginia Durr is the other 
race traitor he is speaking of. 

[In her honor I am going to visit 
and anoint her grave with a bottle of 
fine, single malt Irish whiskey — af- 
ter I pass it through my kidneys. SMB] 


Durr, close friend of 
Eleanor Roosevelt, 
worked tirelessly to 
bring about an end to 
the poll tax, which 
prevented non- 
propertied people 
from voting. Ah yes, 
as you can no doubt 
tell, Mrs. Durr was a 
staunch advocate of 
“democracy.” 
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KTLD 
1100 AM 

34-D MacArthur Road 
Alexandria, LA 71303 
(318)473-4388 


j* t o 

Canadian Issues Series 


Brian Mitchell 


Finally, the real — and devastating— story of the disastrous impact women 
have on U.S. military readiness! 

Captain Brian Mitchell reveals what top military leaders are afraid to ad- 
mit. America’s effort to integrate women into the U.S. armed forces has seri- 
ouslv jeopardized our national security. Read firsthand: 

The feminization of the military — a failure from West Point to Desert 
Storm 

The true and horrifying story of women in Operation Desert Storm 
“Sensitivity training” for drill sergeants turns boot camp into day care 
Service academy honor codes corrupted — to protect co-education 
Senior officers forced to lie — or retire — to keep the truth buried 


Please send me copies of Women in the Military. 


$ 20.00 


RESISTER Books 
PO Box 35046 
Fayetteville, NC 28303 

Cash, money order, or check. 
(Allow 5 weeks for delivery) 


Nan 


Address 


City/State/Zip 


The Quest of “Equality” by Prof. Kenneth H.W. Hilborn - How fanat- 
ics try to remake human nature, from the guillotine to employment eq- 
uity. $6.00 

Belize: Anatomy of a Multiracial Society by Robert Jarvis - Not en- 
couraging. Belize is a conspicuous failure. $5.00 

Confronting the Canadian Anti-Life Network by Dr. Brian Clowes - 
Special section exposing the censorship tactics of B’nai B nth. $3.00 

Heredity and Humanity: Race, Eugenics and Modern Science by Dr. 
Roger Pearson - Intellectual giants for 100 years favored measures to im- 
prove Western man. Shows how disastrously wrong current social policy 
is. $15.00 

Free Speech Monitor (10 times a year). - Published by the Canadian 
Association for Free Expression. This timely newsletter deals with threats 
to freedom in expression in Canada, thought crimes trials, the depreda- 
tions ofthe politically correct, and the activities of minority censors. $15.00 

Many more titles available: 

Citizens for Foreign Aid Reform Inc. (C-FAR) 

PO Box 332, Rexdale, Ontario, M9W 5L3 
Ph: (905) 897-7221; Fax: (905) 277-3914 
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Intelligence is a simple and self-evident 
thing. As an activity it is the pursuit of a 
certain kind of knowledge; as a phenom- 
enon it is the resultant knowledge. 

Sherman Kent 


The line of demarcation between friend 
and foe...passes a nonphysical , often 
ideological boundary , which must however 
be expressly delineated if we want to reach 
the adversary and to defeat him 
Roger Trinquier 


Periodic Intelligence Report 


TRES RAZONES INTELIGENTES 
PARA CONSIDERAR EL ARMY: 

Primera razon: To ayudamos con los gastos de la 
universidatl con hasta $50,000 del Montgomery GI Bill y el 

Army College Fund... si reunes los 
requisites. 

Segunda razdn: Ofrecemos 
capacitacion valiosa on uno dc 50 
oficios de alta tecnologia que 
podria ser el primer paso hacia 
una carrera remuneradora y 
estirnulante. 

.Tercera razdn: Los 
emplcadores buscan gente que 
tonga la preparacion personal y 
las cualidades que se desarrollan 
en el Army. 

Estas son apenas tres razones; existen aun mas. 
Enterate de cuales son. Hablar con el redutador del Army 
de tu localidad. 

l'888'905-2769 

ARMY. 

SE TODO LO QUE PUEDES SER: 

www. goamny com 



Mexiarmy 

-or- 

Armystizo 

A merica must become more “di- 
verse” and “tolerant,” so say 
those who define US immi- 
gration policy, and therefore the Army 
must also become “diverse” and “tol- 
erant,” says Secretary of the Army 
Louis Caldera (a Mestizo) who re- 
placed Togo West (a Negro). The 
Army recruiting ad from the Arizona 
Republic will give you an idea where 
the US military is headed under that 
policy. 

It began last year with Caldera’s 
appointment. A pamphlet on military 
demographics published by the De- 
fense Equal Opportunity Manage- 
ment Institute at Patrick Air Force 
Base, Florida, shows that about 30% 
of the Army is Negro, 7% “Hispanic” 
(more accurately, Mestizo, not of Af- 
rican origin), and 4% “Other.” In other 
words, about 40% of our Army is 
composed of minorities, only 60% of 
it is White. More crippling yet, 15% 
of the Army is female. Of mose, 44% 
are White, and 43% Negresses, and 
13% “Others.” Subtracting White fe- 
males from that 60% who are White, 
in round numbers, onlyjust over 50% 
of what is supposed to be our Army 
are White men. (Mestizos, accord- 
ing to the Department of “Justice,” are 
counted as White only when they 
commit crimes against Negroes. That 
helps “balance” their crime statistics.) 

However, Mestizos, as you can 
plainly see, are “underrepresented” in 
the military. That is because only about 
50% of Mestizos graduate high 
school and the military, for practical 
purposes, requires a high school di- 
loma for enlistment. The military, 
owever, is “committed” to doubling 
the number of Mestizos in the ranks. 


(The military, according to the “equal 
opportunity” commissariat, is “too 
white.”) So Secretary Caldera is 
pushing the Army to “rethink its re- 
cruitment policies in order to meet 
the needs of a declining force.” 

The stalking horse behind which 
the Mexicanization of the military 
began centered on the failed fiscal year 
1998 recruiting goals. “Rethinking” 
the requirement for a high school 


diploma and allowing GED holders 
to enlist was first presented as the 
solution, but that would have allowed 
home schooled (and therefore un- 
brainwashed) young Christian White 
men to enlist — a horrifying pros- 
pect to those who want the military 
to be a “reflection of American soci- 
ety.” It soon became too hard to hide 
the obvious intent and the “equal op- 
portunity” commissariat finally admit- 
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ted that the “underrepresentation” of 
Mestizos in the military was of “con- 
cern.” They did not elaborate about 
concern to whom — it is forbidden 
to ask that question. 

The US military is “committed” to 
double the “representation” of Mesti- 
zos in its ranks. Remember, recruit- 
ing is a zero-sum equation. For every 
Negro recruited there is one less 
White. For every female recruited 
there is one less man. Who are Mes- 
tizos going to displace? Negroes? 
Nope. That would be “discrimina- 
tion.” (Remember, Mestizos are 
“white” only when they “disadvan- 
tage” Negroes.) Females? Nope. That 
would deny them the “choice” of fan- 
tasizing about being the equal of men. 
“Others?” You know better. So who 
will be displaced to accommodate the 
recruiting “goal” of over 30,000 un- 
educated Mestizos? Try White men. 

“There are approximately 1.3 mil- 
lion GED holders in the 18 to 21 
year-old demographic group,” said 
Caldera at a recent reporters break- 
fast in Washington, D.C., “and the 
Army cannot currently enlist them.” 
He was talking about Mestizos. “The 
Army is an institution that should not 
write off young people in America 
who need a second chance ,” he said. 
“The military should not be the one 
that slams the door of opportunity in 
your face.” [Emphasis added.] “Sec- 
ond chance?” “Door of ‘opportunity’?” 
Second chance for whom? “There are 
many ‘Hispanic’ individuals with the 
desire to enlist,” said ‘Hispanic’ 
Cladera: “We’re trying to recruit a 
force out of a smaller and smaller 
piece of the pie.” 

I have a better idea. Re-segregate 
the Army. First dump all the female 
parasites and replace them with 
White men. Then organize all-Ne- 
gro regiments and all-Mestizo regi- 
ments. Send them overseas (along with 
their camp followers) to fight for 
“peace,” “democracy,” “tolerance,” and 
“diversity.” If they get used up they 
are easily replaced. We undemocratic, 
intolerant White men will stay home 
and defend our Constitution. 


WAR 

NEWS 

And Back at Fort Carson... 

U nited States Army Special 
Forces Command has issued 
10th Special Forces Group 
(Abn) at Fort Carson a warning or- 
der (WARNORD) to deploy 2nd and 
3d Battalions and SFOB-10 (light) 
to Albania in early July. According to 
the commanders’ briefing the Execu- 
tion Order (EXORD) is expected in 
late June, depending on availability of 
transport aircraft. One company and 
an FOB (light) will remain at Carson 
as the Rear Detachment. Mission 
priorities are Direct Action (i.e., 
raids), Combat Search and Rescue 
(CSAR, i.e., rescuing downed pilots), 
and Foreign Internal Defense (FID, 
i.e., training and advising KLA ter- 
rorists). 

Two companies from 1st Battal- 
ion, 10th SFG(A), out of Stuttgart, 
are already on the ground perform- 
ing CSAR and Laser 
Target Designator 
missions. The pace is 

S hectic. CSAR 
5 are on imme- 
diate deployment sta- 
tus, while the LTD 
Teams are rotating in 
and out of Kososvo 
province about once a 
week. 

On a lighter note, 
sources at Special 
Operations Com- 
mand report that the State Depart- 
ment does not trust 2nd or 3d 
Battalions, 10 SFG(A). Since 1995, 
during the Bosnian “crisis,” Opera- 
tional Deatchments from those units 
were rotated in and out of the Bosnian 
Serb sectors. Seems the State Depart- 
ment “feels” that those ODAs might 
have developed Serbian sympathies. 
The fact that you are reading this 
means the State Department is right. 

ODAs returning from Bosnia re- 
port that the Turk Muslim menace 
in Bosnia would raid a Serb village, 
and then invite CNN and other “news” 


agencies to witness the inevitable (and 
justified) Serb response. That was 
then reported as further “proof” of 
Serb “atrocities” and “genocide.” 
“Mass graves” of Bosnians turned out 
to be Bosnian militia fighting posi- 
tions overrun by the Serbs, and re- 
ports of “rape camps” were utter 
fabrications intended solely for puer- 
ile and gullible American telescreen 
audience who eagerly and stupidly 
swallow rehashed World War I pro- 
paganda. 

Remarked one 10th SFG(A) in- 
telligence NCO,“Ifwe’d been allowed 
to kill CNN film crews, the Bosnian 
‘crisis’ could have ended years ago.” 


Rumors of War 

W ars do not just materialize 
out of thin air, and the 
NATO war against Serbia 
is no exception. For months preced- 
ing the aerial bombardment of Serbia 
the 75th Ranger Regiment had been 
intensively training in airfield seizures, 
and even performing airfield seizures 
on US civilian airports that were simi- 
lar in layout and construction to air- 
fields in Kosovo 
province and Serbia 
proper that were des- 
ignated as air heads 
for Serbia’s eventual 
invasion and occupa- 
tion. The mission let- 
ters of Special Forces 
units designated to be 
part of the invasion or 
occupation forces 
were changed, new 
training objectives 
were issued and in 
many instances Operational Detach- 
ments were issued vehicles and re- 
designated “mobility” teams. There 
were other indicators. Such as sup- 
port units conducting perimeter de- 
fense tactical field exercises and being 
“graded” on /^/instead of their des- 
ignated mission. The number of unit 
exchanges between US and NATO 
forces increased over the past year. For 
example, it is not at all uncommon to 
see German Falschirmjager stomping 
around Fort Bragg. More recently, the 
10th Mountain Division was sched- 
uled to replace the 1st Infantry Divi- 


...sources at Special 
Operations Command 
report that the State 
Department does not 
trust 2nd or 3d 
Battalions, 10 
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sion in Bosnia earlier this year, but 
didn’t; and the 1,000 soldiers assigned 
to ABLE SENTRY in Macedonia 
remained there after their UN mis- 
sion ended in late February (swapping 
their UN blue baseball caps for their 
issued BDU caps) while NATO de- 
ployed a brigade sized mechanized 
infantry force to Macedonia for 
“evacuation security” of “observers and 
monitors” inside Kosovo province. 

What was not explained is why 
those latter would require evacuation 
security. The reason is simple. 
DYNCORP, a CIA proprietary, had 
obtained a State Department contract 
to “observe and monitor” the Serbian 
counterinsurgency campaign against 
the Albanian terrorist and guerrilla 
organization Ushtria Clirimtare e 
Kosove or Kosovo Liberation Army 
(KLA). Intelligence analysts and or- 
der of battle (OB) specialists (most 
of whom were former Special Forces 
or military intelligence) were the pri- 
mary contract employees, and their 
“observer” job was to gather OB on 
Serb counterinsurgency forces inside 
Kosovo for the CIA and NATO. And 
the reason for that was that the KLA 
is almost entirely a CIA invention. 
The KLA is financed by the CIA, and 
they were trained and advised by 
Bundes'wehr (German Army) “ob- 
servers” who were monitoring the 
“peace” in Albania following the “fall 
of communism” there. (Curiously, 
KLA terrorism in Kosovo increased 
exponentially after “communism fell” 
in Albania). In other words, 
DYNCORP’s contract was to keep an 
eye on the CIA’s KLA “investment.” 
The Serb counterinsurgency OB in- 
formation gathered by DYNCORP’s 
analysts and OB specialists was im- 
mediately made available to KLA ter- 
rorists through the agencies the 
contract employees reported to in 
Albania. In short, the DYNCORP 
contract employees were KLAs (CIA 
funded) intelligence organization, 
operating under “cover” as “peace ob- 
servers.” Of particular note, the Serbs 
have made significant progress against 
the KLA following the evacuation of 
DYNCORP’s “observers” to 
Macedonia just hours before NATO’s 
bombing campaign was scheduled to 
begin. 


The RESISTER 

Meanwhile, Back in Kosovo... 


target area) before the security patrols 
begin combing everything within 
line-of-sight of the target. (The Serbs 
are not stupid, they already know all 
this. There have already been US and 
British casualties in performance of 
these LTD missions. At least twelve 
US Army SF soldiers and six British 
SAS troopers were ambushed and 
killed by a Serbian army patrol fol- 
lowing one of these missions.) 

Have you ever noticed that, dur- 
ing the videos of LGM flying into 
their targets the scale of the target 
never changes (this, we are told, is 
from a maneuvering jet fighter)? That 
is because there is a second way to 
“paint” a target. For targets in areas 
too densely populated to infiltrate an 
LTD team (unless 
ISA or CIA “assets” 
are in place overlook- 
ing a target — hav- 
ing been infiltrated 
months in advance 
— with an LTD) you 
are watching video 
from an Unmanned 
Aerial Vehicle 
(UAV). The one 
most commonly used 
is called “Blackstar.” 
It’s a remarkable ma- 
chine. It is flown to the target area 
where it is then put into a “loiter” 
pattern. It can be equipped with an 
LTD and “real time” video, allowing 
somebody sitting at a monitor thou- 
sands of miles away to “paint” a tar- 
get and record the strike while sipping 
a soft-drink and munching a sand- 
wich. 

We do have the neatest stuff in the 
world. From the comfort of great dis- 
tance while sitting before a computer 
monitor somebody can fly a 1000 
pound LGM into an occupied televi- 
sion studio in Belgrade and be called 
a soldier solely because he gets a gov- 
ernment pay check. But if you send a 
(unpaid) little girl carrying a basket- 
bomb into a crowded PX in Tirana 
you are called a terrorist. Apparently, 
the quality of “fairness” depends upon 
who is delivering what sort of bombs 
and whether or not they are getting 
paid to do it. If the bomber is paid 
and is impersonal and he kills civil- 
ians “that’s war.” If the bomber is 
unpaid and takes a personal interest 
in killing soldiers that is called “ter- 
rorism.” 


U nited States Army Special 
Forces detachments from 1st 
Battalion, 10th Special Forces 
Group (Abn), Combat Applications 
Group (also known as SFOD-D, or 
“Delta”) strategic reconnaissance 
teams, and British Special Air Ser- 
vice “bricks” have been on the ground 
in Kosovo province since day one of 
the “air war. ’ And it is a certainty there 
are ISA and CIA personnel on the 
ground in Serbia proper. 

Precision guided munitions are not 
really all they are propagandized to 
be, particularly Laser Guided Muni- 
tions (LGM). LGM, we are told, 
work by “riding” a la- 
ser “beam” to the tar- 
get. Now, consider Apparently, the quality 

to believe that a °* fairness depends 
upon who is delivering 
what sort of bombs 
and whether or not 
they are getting paid to 
do it. 


single seat fighter- 
bomber flying close to 
MACH 1, at tens of 
thousands of feet, 
miles from the target, 
simply lobs an LGM 
at a target “desig- 
nated” by a laser 

(from the aircraft, or 
another aircraft we are told) that then 
flies its leisurely way to the target. And 
if we’re lucky, it has a TV camera too, 
so we can get that arcade “feel” while 
drooling through “briefings” on the 
telescreen. Just one problem; you can- 
not fly a single seat fighter-bomber 
and the LGM at the same time. You 
need help. 

That is why every Special Forces 
detachment is issued a Laser Target 
Designator (LTD). Here is how 
LGM hit their target. An ODA (or a 
“split team”) is inserted into the tar- 
get area by helicopter (normally un- 
der cover of a diversionary airstrike) 
and patrols to a position where it can 
set up its LTD. Either at a pre-des- 
ignated time (airstrikes are planned 
days in advance) or by monitoring the 
strike mission’s frequency, the LTD 
is used to “paint” the target. The 
LGM does not “ride the beam,” rather 
it flies to, homes on, and self-corrects 
into the “paint” spot. BOOM! The 
ODA bursts out a quick Bomb Dam- 
age Assessment (BDA) on their sat- 
ellite radio, packs up and moves to 
the extraction point (or to the next 
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Being All They Could 

L ife as a United Nations inter- 
national mercenary in 
Macedonia gets very old very 
fast. Reveille, PT, chow, sitting around 
your hooch telling lies until chow, 
then more lie swapping, chow, kick- 
ing the footlocker, taps. That about 
sums up the day. Occasionally you get 
tapped for a patrol (a break in the 
routine!). You don your UN baseball 
cap, one of your guys sticks a UN flag 
in his rucksack frame, and the “news” 
media sends somebody with you to 
take stirring photos of you stomping 
around the Macedonian countryside 
with grim countenance playing 
“peacekeeper” for those Army Times 
readers who think the purpose of the 
US Army is to “keep peace” and 
“spread democracy” (which is very 
much akin to infecting the country 
you are “keeping peace” in with po- 
litical AIDS). 

ABLE SENTRY, the 
Macedonian “peacekeeping” mission 
designed to secure the US financed 
and German trained Ushtria Clirimtare 
eKosove or Kosovo Liberation Army’s 
(KLA) southern flank and infiltration 
routes, ended in late February follow- 
ing a Chinese veto in the UN against 
further US occupation and protection 
of the KLA’s staging areas in 
Macedonia. But the Operations Or- 
der for war against Serbia had just 
been issued, so the 1st Infantry Divi- 
sion battalion in Macedonia (adver- 
tised to a drooling American public 
as a “company sized element’) was 
ordered to remain in place as part of 
the (then deploying to Macedonia) 
NATO combat brigade being posi- 
tioned to invade southern Kosovo 
province in concert with 75th Ranger 
Regiment and 82nd Airborne Divi- 
sion airborne assaults to secure air- 
heads for the 10th Mountain 
Division. 

To prevent Serb counterinsurgency 
pursuit of KLA terrorists into their 
NATO “security zone” in Macedonia, 
1st Infantry Division soldiers were 
assigned zone patrol missions on the 
Macedonian-Kosovo border. To pre- 
vent the infiltration of Kosovo (or 
escape across the border into 
Macedonia) by KLA terrorists, 
Serbian counterinsurgency forces also 
patrolled their side of the border. 


Enter three soldiers, SPC Steven M. 
Gonzales, SSG Andrew A. Ramirez, 
and SSG Christopher J. Stone, as- 
signed to B -Troop, 4th Cavalry Regi- 
ment. 

They were not with the main body 
of their patrol when they got captured 
by a Serbian border patrol on 31 
March, one week after the bombing 
of Serbia began. They were tooling 
around the countryside four-wheel- 
ing in their Humvee, not only with 
no overwatch or security, but also 
with unloaded weapons. (Per General 
Orders and the Rules of Engagement; 
I mean, somebody could get shot!) 

The Serbs called them “war crimi- 
nals” and threatened to put them on 
trial. IVe always had 
problems with the 
term “war criminal.” 

It used to be a label 
for anybody who 
killed Communists. 

The Serbs should 
have simply referred 
to them as mercenar- 
ies and called them 
prisoners. The Penta- 
gon called them pris- 
oners of war. Actually, 
the Serbs had a bet- 
ter case. Because no 
war had been de- 
clared on Serbia and the United States’ 
claim that their bombing of Serbia 
was an effort to “stop aggression” was 
incredulous, one cannot claim one’s 
captured soldiers are “prisoners of 
war.” The three were beaten during 
capture. Howls of outrage from the 
Pentagon and pious indignation from 
the “news” media. Old soldiers knew 
better; getting knocked around is just 
the way it goes. 

Now they are back (some Negro 
flew to Serbia, lied through his teeth, 
and conned them away from the 
Serbs) getting showered with med- 
als for being stupid. B-Troop Com- 
mander Keith Igyarto, who was in 
command of the patrol when three 
of his troopers wander off by them- 
selves without support, remarked, “I 
really had a feeling of loss for the last 
month without those key members of 
my troop.” His “loss” should have been 
Relief 1 Por Cause. But, it’s a whole 
new Army. 


.50 Caliber Fears 

H ere is how the .50 caliber 
sniper rifle craze got started. 
When I was designing the 
Special Operations Target Interdic- 
tion Course (“target interdiction” is 
weasel language for sniping) the Mis- 
sion Area Assessment (MAA) at the 
time stated a “need” for a .50 caliber 
“sniper rifle” to be used by snipers on 
strategic reconnaissance teams to “in- 
terdict” Soviet tactical nuclear mis- 
siles in eastern Poland before they 
could be launched. The requirement 
was for a weapon capable of punch- 
ing a hole within about a 30cm circle 
(the SS-22’s guid- 
ance system) at over 
1500 meters. Now, 
far be it from me to 
question the genius 
of the “smart guys” 
who wrote the MAA; 
after all, they were 
hand-picked officers 
with absolutely no 
experience and a 
head full of mush 
and nonsense on the 
subject they were 
writing about. After 
reading the MAA 
requirement (choking back tears al- 
ternating between hysterical laugh- 
ter and despair at the stupidity of the 
“smart guys” who wrote it) I politely 
suggested that it would be more tac- 
tically feasible to lug in a machine- 
gun with a tripod and hose the 
missiles down with SLAP rounds (I 
forgot what the acronym means, but 
the ammunition is a 7.62mm NATO 
cartridge loaded with a 6mm depleted 
uranium bullet in a discarding sabot 
— very sexy.) Knocking out the guid- 
ance system was a cute idea, but 
knowing something about missiles (I 
minored in physics) I pointed out to 
them that simply “violating” the sur- 
face integrity of the damned things 
would send them careening wildly off 
course, and if they were liquid fueled 
they’d likely blow up on the TEL 
spewing radioactive debris in about a 
500 meter radius (gleeful laughter), 
or if they were solid fuel “violating” 
the integrity of the propellant would 
further increase their erratic flight. 
Blank stares: “We need a .50 cal to 
shoot the guidance system at 1500 


Now they are back 
(some Negro flew to 
Serbia, lied through 
his teeth, and conned 
them away from the 
Serbs) getting 
showered with medals 
for being stupid. 
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meters.” Defeated, I did what any rea- 
sonable man would do; followed 
“Staff Rule #1” (an action passed is 
an action completed) and passed the 
.50 cal project off to Combat Devel- 
opment. The Combat Development 
folks were delighted to have some- 
thing new to torture soldiers with and 
I got back to the reality and sanity of 
designing a school to teach how to 
poach humans. 

Fast forward to 1999. I’ve always 
called .50 cal “sniper” rifles “antitank 
rifles looking for a mission.” Appar- 
ently their mission is now to scare the 
Jewish antigun caucus in Congress. 
It seems White Christian men are 
buying civilian versions of .50 cal 
antitank rifles, so Schumer, Biden, 
Feinstein and crew commissioned the 
General Accounting Office to “inves- 
tigate” the sinister purpose behind 
their private — and legal — posses- 
sion. “Military sniper rifles like those 
used to stop Iraqi tanks during the 
Persian Gulf War are now in the 
hands of civilians, including suspected 
terrorists...” screamed tame and obe- 
dient congressional investigator Rob- 
ert Hast at recent hearings. Never 
mind that Hast and the other mo- 
rons in the GAO know as little about 
the capabilities of a .50 cal rifle as 
your household pet, or that no Iraqi 
tank was ever “stopped” by a .50 cal 
rifle (During Bush’s War, they were 
used almost exclusively by EOD per- 
sonnel to clear minefields). Simply 
having one with (horror!) ammuni- 
tion is a “threat” — a “terrorist” threat. 
And who are these presumed “terror- 
ists?” Why, none other than you and 
I; people who take the 2nd amend- 
ment at its plain English, literal 
meaning. What was the most chill- 
ing detail of those GAO scuts’ testi- 
mony? “[A] marksman could stand 
and the Lincoln Memorial in Wash- 
ington, D.C... and hit a target at the 
Pentagon in Virginia....” 

The Pentagon ? [!] Why was that 
particular “target” mentioned? (Never 
mind that it’s just across the Potomac 
river from the Lincoln Memorial, 
breathless — paid for — shrieking 
about interstate rifle shots notwith- 
standing.) That panicked illustration 
of the “reach” of a .50 cal rifle could 
be easily ignored as mere fear mon- 
gering aimed at the mob who eat 
their TV dinners before their flick- 
ering mob-god if it weren’t for one 


thing: congressional fears about ci- 
vilians owning .50 cal “sniper” rifles 
was reported only in the Army Times 
and therefore intended for a military 
audience. 

The government and the military 
are afraid of .50 cal rifles in the hands 
of civilians. Given their increasing 
“training exercises” in civilian built- 
up areas, I cannot understand why. But 
the fact that they are “concerned” about 
.50 cal rifles is sufficient reason to buy 
one. Now, before they dry up. (Ob- 
tain one through “straw man” pur- 
chase, and let it “change hands” 
several times before you take posses- 
sion of it.) I’ve got mine... uh, just 
sold it. The guy’s name was “Franklin;” 
yeah, that’s it, “Franklin.” 
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A representative body , composed principally 
of respectable yoemanry is the best possible 
security to liberty. Any law rendering 
property insecure , would be injurious to them. 

Melancton Smith, 1788 

ANT 


Every law , or resolution having the force 
of law , shall relate to but one subject , and 
that shall be expressed in the title. 
Constitution of the 
Confederate States of America 
Article I, section 9, clause 20 
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LIFE WAS EASIER 
BEING IGNORANT 

by 

SFC Steven M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 


W hile I sit here listening to 
contemporary Celtic mu- 
sic summoning the disci- 
pline to write when I really dont feel 
tike it, I cant help but reflect on how 
much simpler my life was when I was 
ignorant of the origins and causes of 
Americas destruction. 

I think I mentioned once that one 
of my retirement plans was to pursue 
aPh.D.in history. Why history? Be- 
cause the study of history (by honor- 
able scholars) is the pursuit of truth. 
The writing of history is the docu- 
mentation of truth; and no matter how 
long the truth sits on a bookshelf col- 
lecting dust, ignored by social fadists 
or “reinterpreted” by Marxist 
deconstructionists, it will always be 
the truth. The consensus among the 
Ph.D.s I know was that, with my 
views on matters, no professor would 
be my advisor. Not that my associates 
didn’t think I’d make it, rather “better 
unlettered than lynched.” So, bowing 
to the advice of those more experi- 
enced in those matters than I, and 
bowing to the advice of Francis Ba- 
con, who once remarked that the only 
true university is the one on your 
bookshelf, I did what any good Spe- 
cial Forces noncommissioned officer 
would do. In the absence of orders, I 
attacked. I began my graduate level 
history studies by myself — 
unsanctioned. 

I consider myself a pretty good re- 


searcher (librarians who know me 
pale when I stroll into 
their hallowed tombs 
as it seems that what- 
ever bones Fm cur- 
rently picking over 
are never there when 
I return); Fm a rea- 
sonably accurate ana- 
lyst, and I write 
tolerably well; which 
are the prerequisites 
of graduate level his- 
tory work. Essen- 
tially, then, what my 
articles in The Re- 
sister represent are 
my courses’ term pa- 
pers and research as- 
signments in my 
self-designed cur- 
riculum. My thesis is 
“Death of a Nation: 

From Abolition to 
Barbarism.” I applied 
to the Southern Pov- ' 
erty Law Center for a research grant 
so I could speed up the process a bit 
and graduate early. They have not yet 
responded. 

The problem (insofar as the Es- 
tablishment is concerned) is that ac- 
quiring an education without sanction 
means you tend toward learned in- 
formation pertaining to the subject, 
but there is nobody around to indoc- 
trinate you about what it “really” 


This Communist 
invented faith of 
biological 
egalitarianism 
pervades every 
institution and 
stratum of society to 
the point where 
“human relations” and 
“equal opportunity” 
commissars have 
become, for practical 
purposes, a 
priesthood. 


means. In other words, those tenured 
commissars who would “guide” you 
away from information that contra- 
dicts “progressive thought” have no 
control over your sources of informa- 
tion. You are forced to draw your own 
conclusions from your own research 
and defend those conclusions. Or, 
more horrifying to the commissars, 
spread them. 

An acquaintance remarked to me 
the other day that having been previ- 
ously formally educated but having 
shunned the indoctrination I had 
managed to “slip 

— — through the 

[Establishment’s] 
cracks.” I don’t know. 
Maybe that is the 
case, maybe not. In 
many respects I con- 
sider The Resister to 
be the evolving prod- 
uct of my self educa- 
tion and 

de-indoctrination, in 
that, while in govern- 
ment approved 

schools during my 
misspent youth, no 
matter how hard I 
tried to separate the 
propaganda from the 
lessons, inevitably 
some of the propa- 
ganda tainted what I 
had learned — like 
the incessant omni- 
directional propa- 
ganda barrage that group (i.e. tribal) 
differences were “a myth,” or “irrel- 
evant,” and “were all the same inside.” 
That is a lie of course, as anybody 
who lives, for instance, in close con- 
tact with Negroes on a daily basis can 
tell you. It takes a force of will to ig- 
nore the very real distinctions between 
the various races, or worse, religious- 
like faith, induced by a lifetime of 
brainwashing and indoctrination by 
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which an observable reality is simply 
dismissed because it contradicts the 
faith. This Communist invented faith 
of biological egalitarianism pervades 
every institution and stratum of soci- 
ety to the point where “human rela- 
tions” and “equal opportunity” 
commissars have become, for practi- 
cal purposes, a priesthood. Blasphem- 
ers (those who speak impiously of the 
faith) are branded creators of “a cli- 
mate of hate,” while heretics (those 
who hold opinions at variance with 
the faith) are branded outright as 
“racists.” 

For example, it is impossible to 
write or say anything about race these 
days without being branded a “racist” 
if you don’t worship at the Commu- 
nist alter of biological egalitarianism. 
Writing about genetically inherited 
racial differences and the debilitating 
historical consequences of national 
racial “diversity” using reference ma- 
terial that contradicts (or predates) 
the Communist religious dogma of 
biological egalitarianism is considered 
a positive menace to “race relations.” 
It is viciously suppressed in “academe” 
and officially censored in the propa- 
ganda media. Even when studies on 
such matters inconveniently cannot be 
denied on scientific grounds, the bio- 
logical egalitarians shriek, “even if it s 
true, it shouldn’t be publicized!” You 
see, truth, in this degenerate age, is 
called by egalitarians “hate.” And 
those egalitarians include so-called 
“conservatives” who quail — and im- 
mediately join ranks with the Com- 
munists — at the very thought of 
being called “racist.” Never forget, 
communism is a religion (or rather, a 
derivative of a religion); biological 
egalitarianism is one of its cults. 

Some Blunt Assessments 

I admit to having once held a small 
measure of belief in biological 
egalitarianism, in large measure 
due to being in the Army where “race 
relations” are maintained solely un- 
der the compulsion of the UCMJ. 
Oddly enough, although the military 
is a collectivist entity — as it must be 
— you are forbidden to make group 
generalizations based on the collec- 
tive demonstrated performance of in- 
dividuals from the group in question. 
That is called “stereotyping. You are 


also forbidden to notice that stereo- 
types create themselves. 

My racialist awakening occurred 
during my first deployment to Africa. 
I was soon disabused of the fantasy of 
biological egalitarianism. Besides 
their crumbling cities (that were built 
by white colonists), their disintegrat- 
ing transportation system (that was 
created by white colonists), their 
crippled industry (which was invented 
by white colonists), and their ruined 
agriculture (which 
was introduced by — — — 
white colonists), my 
realization came 
when I read in a 
Zambian newspaper 
that they were recruit- 
ing whites to return to 
Zambia. (!) In other 
words, they were re- 
cruitingfor members of 
the creator race because 
all their race could do 
was u^e (poorly I ven- 
ture to add), but not 
maintain, and there- 
fore eventually de- 
stroy what they could 
not create themselves. 

They knew they 
needed whites to 
make so they could 
use. Go ahead, call me 
a “racist.” Given that 
the true definition of racialist is, “Be- 
lief in the superiority of a particular 
race leading to prejudice and antago- 
nism toward people of other races, 
esp. those in close proximity who may 
be felt as a threat to ones cultural and 
racial integrity or economic well be- 
ing” [OED, 2nd ed.], and given that 
close proximity of other races is de- 
monstrably a threat to Western cul- 
ture, white racial integrity, and the 
“economic well being” of any indus- 
trialized nation, I’ll laugh in your face 
and respond, “What is your point?” 

My “tribalist” (i.e., group loyalty 
to whites) awakening happened while 
I was in Haiti. My detachment (12 
men — I was the intelligence ser- 
geant) had been ordered to attack, 
seize, and hold a coastal town, popu- 
lation 30,000 (excluding surrounds), 
with a FAHD (Haitian Army) caserne 
of company (+ or - 85 personnel) 
strength, located about one mile from 
the landing zone (LZ). Yeah, we had 
aerial fire support on-call (two TF- 


...the cook wrung her 
hands in her apron, 
looked up at me and 
begged, “Please, sir, 
only five minutes of 
your time, give me a 
white baby!” I politely 
refused, horrified by 
the prospect. Then the 
realization hit me — 
she knew she would be 
breeding-up. Call it 
street-smart eugenics. 


160 “Little Birds”). But — thinkabout 
it\ The detachment commander, team 
sergeant and I submitted our opera- 
tions order. It was a formality. The 
real “plan” was, we shoot our way 
down the streets to the caserne ; if it 
had black skin and didn’t run away it 
died; man, woman, child, we didn’t 
care (we had one Negro on the team: 
“Stay behind us when the shooting 
starts and kill everything that looks 
like you!”); then, reaching the caserne , 
call in the gun ships 
— “ “ to hose the place 

down before we 
cleared the building 
(no prisoners). You 
know, given our 
team’s experience 
with Africans, it 
would have worked! 
As things evolved 
however, that smiling 
Communist dung- 
eater Jimmy Carter, 
and the 

Establishment’s 
wunderkind , Colin 
Powell, negotiated 
the “Barney Option,” 
so when we arrived 
the FAHD garrison 
was on the LZ per- 
forming crowd con- 
trol for us, beating 
back the savages with 
stout sticks (good lads!). We moved 
into the FAHD caserne and lived with 
the Haitian soldiers. They weren't bad 
guys; they knew how to control those 
of their own race, their only lacking 
was adult supervision. Aside from our 
team’s very necessary survival strat- 
egy of “white men live, everybody else 
is expendable,” my realization came 
one morning when I took my slosh- 
ing canteen cups into the caserne (rat 
infested) “kitchen” to heat water for 
my coffee. As I placed my canteen 
cups on the charcoal brazier, the cook 
wrung her hands in her apron, looked 
up at me and begged, “Please, sir, only 
five minutes of your time, give me a 
white baby!” I politely refused, hor- 
rified by the prospect. Then the real- 
ization hit me — she knew she would 


be breeding-up. Call it street-smart 
eugenics. 


ing-up. 

Haitian society is generally 
stratified by how much white blood 
you have, with “almost white” at the 
very top and pure Africans at the bot- 
tom. The upper echelons of Haitian 
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society, as a caste, breed among them- 
selves, while the lower echelons ac- 
tively pursue “white blood” for their 
future generations. Crudely, they know 
that “whiteness” is a distinct advan- 
tage. In other words, they recognize, 
as a daily observable reality, a hierar- 
chy of the races to be the natural or- 
der of things. So, go ahead, call me a 
“white supremacist.” Given my expe- 
riences with those “diverse” races who 
whites are demanded by Communist 
biological egalitarians to “celebrate” 
mixing with as our society crumbles 
into barbarism as a consequence, I’ll 
give you a blank stare and reply dryly, 
“Historically, what is the alternative?” 

A Conclusion 

N one of the above is written 
out of malice or malicious- 
ness. They are simply my ob- 
servations and realizations (among 
others) that led me to study those 
subjects in greater detail as part of my 
own graduate level work in the ever 
growing university crowding my own 
bookshelves. The difference between 
my unsanctioned studies, and a “real” 
graduate student’s sanctioned studies, 
is that I have /AW what I write about. 
I didn’t have the luxury of blindly 
theorizing from within that sanctu- 
ary from reality, the Ivory Womb. 
While they were floating in warm, 
ideological bliss in their cultural- 
Marxist embryonic fluid telling me 
how I should “celebrate diversity” and 
be “tolerant,” I was restoring Anglo- 
Saxon order and discipline to Afri- 
can societies, extracting truths from 
an observable reality, and being called 
baas by Africans and being deferred 
to as blanc by Haitians while I was 
doing it. 

One of my conclusions is that there 
is a natural order to the universe. It is 
observable, it is palpable, it is ignored 
at our peril. I am certainly not the 
first to so conclude, and I won’t be 
the last. This natural order, like truth, 
has no ax to grind; it just is. And yet, 
blatantly ignoring this fundamental 
truth is precisely what is daily de- 
manded of us by our cultural Marx- 
ist, neo-Lysenkoist no?nenklatura's 
religion. Their neo-Luddite 
apparatchiki priests — Communist 
biological egalitarians — denounce 
this natural order as “unfair” so, true 


to their religious tenants, they shriek 
their “social justice” prayers in aca- 
deme and howl ana scream their 
egalitarian hymns in the media hop- 
ing to drown out the 
level and measured 
voice of truth. Do you 
want to hear the 
voice of truth? Em- 
brace the howling 
and shrieking hymns 
in the newspaper and 
clip stories about your 
local schools for 
about a month. You’ll 
read about “poor dis- 
tricts,” “underachieve- 
ment,” “at riskyouth,” 
and drumbeat de- 
mands for “more 
money,” “better 
teachers,” and 
“higher standards.” 

Then, go visit the 
schools in question. 

They will be major- 
ity Negro or Mexi- 
can, and so will their 
teachers be. If you are 
awake, if you still re- 
tain any shred of 
Anglo-Saxon outrage 
and aggression 
..against falsehood, 
you will hear truth 
whisper in your ear 
just under the cultural 
Marxist cacophony 
and Commmunist 
biological egalitarian 
din. That tug of sud- 
den awareness is the 
realization Xh&t you've 
been lied to your entire 

life. 

Most people who 
get that far shrug off that sudden re- 
alization because their entire life 
they’ve been taught, in school, at 
work, on the telescreen, that truth is 
evil, that expressing truth is hate speech, 
that spreading truth is reactionary and 
counterproductive , that acting on truth 
is prejudice and bigotry . Better to em- 
brace the lie. The lie is safe, the lie is 
easier. They ignore truth and reality 
because, as a society, we’ve been psy- 
chologically castrated by over a cen- 
tury of alien egalitarian drivel. Men 
won’t act because, like girl children, 
they are afraid of being called “bad 
names.” As a consequence we sink 


deeper into the integration quagmire 
of feminized degeneracy and Third 
world barbarism. We’ve become a 
society of “tolerant” women embrac- 
ing a fantasy world of 
warm “equality” and 
snugly “fairness,” in- 
stead of intolerant 
men in quest for cold 
truth in the crucible 
of ruthless reality. 

My life was easier 
when I was ignorant. 
I could devote myself 
to shooting and tink- 
ering with my sniper 
rifle, and nobody re- 
ally bothered me. It 
was a woman’s life. 
Eventually, when 
confronted by stark 
reality, I sought the 
truth about race, and 
many previously held 
beliefs that were sup- 
ported only as articles 
of faith were rejected 
for the lies they were. 
That truth, like all 
truths, is unquestion- 
ably non-egalitarian. 
My life would be 
easier if, even know- 
ing the truth, I said 
nothing so nobody’s 
feelings got hurt, or 
quibbled so I did not 
get called “bad 
names.” But that is 
the way of the 
woman. Men armed 
with the truth do not 
shirk their responsi- 
bility to act, do not 
quail under name- 
calling, do not flinch 
when attacked. They sail in with 
righteous Anglo-Saxon outrage 
against the Lie and fight for the truth 
because it is the truth. I fight our De- 
stroyers, the purveyors of lies, because 
I am a man responsible for the de- 
fense of my nation against its domes- 
tic enemies. 

What are your questions on this 
block of instruction? 


...as a society, we’ve 
been psychologically 
castrated by over a 
century of alien 
egalitarian drivel. Men 
won’t act because, like 
girl children, they are 
afraid of being called 
“bad names.” As a 
consequence we sink 
deeper into the 
integration quagmire 
of feminized 
degeneracy and Third 
world barbarism. 
We’ve become a 
society of “tolerant” 
women embracing a 
fantasy world of warm 
“equality” and snugly 
“fairness,” instead of 
intolerant men in 
quest for cold truth in 
the crucible of ruthless 
reality. 
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WHY DOES THE U.S. 
NAVAL ACADEMY 
SERVE RADICAL 
FEMINISM? 

by 

Dr. Gerald L. Atkinson 


F irst, it was Sergeant Major of 
the Army, Gene C. McKinney 
and now it is Midshipman 
Michael Pilson, Jr. McKinney, in the 
aftermath of the Aberdeen sex scan- 
dal where drill sergeants were accused 
of raping recruits, was court martialed 
on charges of sexual misconduct by a 
gaggle of enlisted and officer females. 
He was found not guilty on all these 
charges. Nevertheless, his career was 
destroyed by these false charges and 
by the media and the Army’s han- 
dling of the case. This event was a 
brazen display of power by politically 
connected radical feminists to show 
that they could destroy the career of 
any man, including any black man, 
who is a symbol of male authority in 
the U.S. military. 

Michael Pilson, Jr., an Upperclass- 
man at the U.S. Naval Academy is 
being given the same treatment. The 
radical feminists and their allies at 
the Academy are sending an even 
more ominous signal — “We can 
destroy you at the lowest level as we 
did at the highest. No one is immune 
from our absolute power.” 

Pilson was originally charged with 
rape of a female Midshipman in her 
room at Bancroft Hall after they had 
attended an on-campus picnic hosted 
by the commandant of midshipmen 
— at which the female, Ms. Hannah 
A. Kessler, sat at the commandant’s 
table and consumed “four glasses of 
wine during the two-hour dinner.” 
After that event, the Midshipmen vis- 
ited two bars in Annapolis. Classmates 
testified that “Midshipman Kessler 
became intoxicated. She “sat on men’s 


laps, blew into and kissed the men’s 
ears, and was seen kissing a second 
lieutenant. She was also seen with her 
arm around Midshipman Pilson.” 
Another midshipman testified he be- 
lieved she “propositioned” Pilson. 

The group re- 
turned to Bancroft 
Hall around 10 p.m. 

Midshipman Pilson 
went to the woman’s 
room to see if she 
wanted to go to Bal- 
timore for more par- 
tying. According to 
Pilson, “She was 
kissing me and began 
to undo my belt and 
pull down my pants 
and then asked me if 
I would get into the 
bed with her.” 

The woman woke 
up the next morning 
and, “seeing Pilson in 
her bed, said she 
‘screamed’ for help.” But that account 
was denied by a witness who saw 
Pilson in her bunk when Ms. Kessler 
later “walked in from the bathroom 
— in her panties and bra.” 

A military judge found “the alleged 
victim’s account to be less reliable 
than those of the [male midshipmen] 
because of the alleged victim’s level 
of intoxication and the apparent neu- 
trality of the latter witnesses.” A medi- 
cal exam on July 31 found “no physical 
evidence” of rape. 

Subsequently, the Academy ex- 
pelled Midshipman Pilson for engag- 
ing in sexual relations in the dormitory 


but plans no disciplinary action 
against the female midshipman in- 
volved. 

This incident, reported in the 
Wash. Times (1/19/98), is just one 
of a myriad of such incidents where 
double standards exist for females and 
males in the U.S. Navy. There has 
been an indelible pattern of favored 
treatment for females over males and 
“special consideration” for females at 
the academy and in the Navy in gen- 
eral. What makes this case even more 
striking is that the male Midshipman, 
Michael Pilson, Jr., is black and the 
female midshipman, Ms. Kessler, is 
white. 

The male student’s father accuses 
the Navy of conducting a “1920s 
lynching’ of his son. The midship- 
man, who admitted to having had 
consensual sex with Ms. Kessler in 
her dormitory room, a serious viola- 
tion of Academy regulations, contends 
the woman lied about the encounter 
to protect herself from disciplinary ac- 
tion. The Navy, as it 
has inexorably in the 
past, has taken her 
side. The father has 
a point — this is the 
classic Clarence 
Thomas, Anita Hill 
case all over again, in 
Navy blue. Radical 
feminism is running 
rampant at the Acad- 
emy. 

Readers of my 
new book, ‘From 
Trust to Terror: 
Radical Feminism is 
Destroying the U.S. 
Navy,’ would not be 
surprised at such a 
double standard. It 
has been in place for years. My book 
tells the true story of a 1994 female 
graduate of the Academy who entered 
naval aviation training and ruined the 
careers of two Marine flight instruc- 
tors, attempted to ruin the career of 
several others by manipulating the 
affirmative action commissariat 
within the Navy to go after the jugu- 
lar of young flight instructors who 
were simply doing their job — giv- 
ing failing grades to a flawed naval 
aviation candidate. 

After five formal ‘downs’ (failed 
flights), four excused ‘downs,’ and 
three progress review boards and a 


This event was a 
brazen display of 
power by politically 
connected radical 
feminists to show that 
they could destroy the 
career of any man, 
including any black 
man, who is a symbol 
of male authority in 
the U.S. military. 
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psychiatric examination the flawed 
Student Pilot was finally attri ted from 
the program. But not until after she 
unleashed, through The Wing Com- 
mander and his radical feminist sym- 
pathizers, a campaign of terror against 
the flight instructors. They were forced 
to undergo threats of summary dis- 
missal, immediate loss of their wings 
of gold,’ and IG investigations before 
cooler heads finally prevailed and she 
was attrited.The Wing Commander 
was quietly “retired.” 

But all of this need not have oc- 
curred had she been properly disci- 
plined for behavior at the Naval 
Academy not unlike that of midship- 
man Kessler. It is rumored that when 
“The Student Pilot” was a sophomore 
at the Naval Academy, she dated a 
senior. They had problems. She re- 
ported to authorities that he had 
beaten her up about two weeks be- 
fore his graduation. As a result of his 
actions, the senior midshipman was 
kicked out of the Naval Academy just 
before he was to graduate. Later on, 
it is rumored that she claimed a mid- 
shipman got her pregnant. An inves- 
tigation was conducted. The charge 
turned out to be untrue. It was deter- 
mined that she had made a “false of- 
ficial statement.” An “honor board” 
was convened to address this deter- 
mination. The “honor board” took 
no action on her false charge. 

Feminist “Honor” 

I am told by a retired Academy 
alumnus, who served almost a 
dozen years in a formal capacity 
with the institution, that even more 
egregious events have occurred in the 
past. He tells me that what goes on 
in Bancroft Hall, the dormitory of the 
Brigade of Midshipmen, is an open 
secret among those associated with 
the academy, as he was, on a daily 
basis. Very few of these “secrets” find 
their way into the press. And when 
an incident makes the press, there are 
villains but no villainesses. The way 
the game is played, the women are 
always the victims. 

This alumnus knows, from close 
association with the Academy, of 
documented examples of egregiously 
favorable treatment given to females. 
He believes that women have been 
and are being misled by the Navy and 
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the radical feminists as to the pur- 
pose of the Naval Academy and what 
to expect there and how, after gradu- 
ation, they are expected to perform in 
the fleet. This lack of understanding 
— that they are expected to conform 
to higher standards than their civil- 
ian contemporaries — is the greatest 
cause of conflict and problems. Many 
men have the same 
lack of understanding 
but most of them are 
eliminated by the sys- 
tem which had been 
operating effectively 
for more than 150 
years. When attempts 
are made to apply that 
system to women, the 
cry of “gender bias” is 
raised and the issue 
becomes politicized. 

Unfortunately, there 
has been tinkering 
with the traditional 
concept ever since 
the service academies 
became co-ed. 

The old salt alum- 
nus tells of a female 
graduate, assigned as 
the Registered Publications Custodian 
at her first duty station who was sup- 
posed to inventory and sign for all the 
classified publications from the officer 
she was relieving. She refused. She 
maintained that she wasn’t told that 
she would have to assume any such 
responsibility and she was not going 
to be responsible for those publica- 
tions. She was subsequently dis- 
charged after much friction between 
her and her superiors, and before her 
obligated service ran out. She landed 
a position with a large corporation 
which was happy to have one of the 
“pioneer” women at the Naval Acad- 
emy on its rolls. 

He knows of another female who 
was about to graduate but had not 
completed a military requirement — 
to simulate the abandon ship proce- 
dure by jumping off a high tower into 
the pool. Originally, scheduled for 
Plebe Year, she had demurred at each 
opportunity over four years. She had 
been given every chance and even 
been coached by the staff, Upperclass- 
men and Classmates. More than 
once, she failed to show up for a ses- 
sion designed to help her through her 
“phobia.” 


Ironically, many of her male Class- 
mates had been dismissed for failing 
to fulfill the requirement. She was 
finally given the choice between 
jumping or not graduating. At that 
point it made the local newspaper. 
Being black, she appealed to the lo- 
cal NAACP chapter. It was really a 
non sequitur since the situation had 
nothing to do with 
race. Black males dis- 
missed for failing the 
requirement had left 
without a murmur. 

She was quoted in 
the press as saying 
that the Naval Acad- 
emy was just like 
Yale or Harvard and 
you didn’t have to 
jump off a tower into 
the water there. It was 
another case of a fe- 
male having been 
misled about the pur- 
pose of the Naval 
Academy. The situa- 
tion was compounded 
when the Secretary of 
the Navy intervened 
and ordered that she 
be retained and graduated without 
meeting the requirement. The effect 
among all Midshipmen, most of them 
male, was that there was a double 
standard for women. This demeaned 
most of the women who played by 
the rules. 

But the granddaddy of all examples 
concerned “Beatrice Bernbaum” (a fic- 
titious name used to protect the 
guilty). She was 18 in the summer of 
1977. Presumably, she was graduated 
from high school that year. Between 
1977 and 1978, she applied to both 
the naval Academy and the Air Force 
Academy. As the daughter of a to- 
tally disabled veteran, she was eligible 
for an Academy appointment. Beatrice 
was offered direct admission to the 
Air Force Acad emy. The N aval Acad - 
emy offered her a year at the Naval 
Academy Preparatory School 
(NAPS) with subsequent Academy 
admission. Beatrice opted for the ap- 
pointment to the Air Force Academy. 
She was graduated in 1982 and com- 
missioned a second lieutenant. She 
chose intelligence as a specialty and 
was assigned to the Air Force Basic 
Intelligence Course at Mather AFB 
in California. Under inter-Service 


When attempts are 
made to apply that 
system to women, the 
cry of “gender bias” is 
raised and the issue 
becomes politicized. 
Unfortunately, there 
has been tinkering 
with the traditional 
concept ever since the 
service academies 
became co-ed. 
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agreement, Mather trains all services 
at its basic intelligence course. 
Beatrice finished the course before 
June of 1983. Then the plot thick- 
ens. 

In the fall of 1983, Beatrice was 
being considered for an assignment 
which required a higher clearance and 
a background check. Routinely, an 
agent from the Investigative Service 
checked on Beatrice Bernbaum at her 
previous duty station, Mather AFB. 
An unknowing clerk informed the 
agent that “Beatrice” Bernbaum was 
in class and could be interviewed by 
him. The agent was astounded to find 
Ensign “Beatrice” Bernbaum USN, 
Naval Academy Class of 1983, not 
2nd Lt. Beatrice Bernbaum USAF, 
Air Force Academy Class of 1983. 
There was something definitely 
wrong. 

The story that came out was bi- 
zarre. When the real Beatrice got the 
notice about acceptance at Colorado 
Springs and an offer of delayed ap- 
pointment to Annapolis after NAPS, 
the family decided that it would be a 
shame to let the latter scholarship go 
to waste. A sister would take it under 
Beatrices name and identity. The 
given name of the sister is still un- 
known to the alumnus at this time. 
There was rumor that the girls were 
twins but that is unverifiable inas- 
much as the assumed identity included 
the birthday of the real Beatrice. The 
phoney “Beatrice” attended NAPS 
and entered the Naval Academy in 
1979 and was graduated in 1983. She 
followed her sister’s advice and ap- 
plied for intelligence training. Had 
she taken another route, e.g., Supply 
Corps, the family conspiracy might 
never have been discovered. But it was 
and it was an issue to be resolved. 
Enlistment under a false name is a 
federal felony. 

Alas, the politics of radical femi- 
nism came to the fore. It was decided 
by “higher authority” not to pursue 
the issue lest adverse publicity dam- 
age the image of women at the Ser- 
vice Academies. “Beatrice II” was 
allowed to resign after a time. In the 
interim she had received the “auto- 
matic” promotion to Ltjg. There was 
no action taken at all. The unindicted 
coconspirator, the real Beatrice con- 
tinued on in the Air Force. A younger 
brother was appointed to West Point 
under the disabled veteran policy. A 


final act of chutzpah was finally de- 
nied. After her virtual exoneration by 
the government’s nolo contendre , 
“Beatrice II” applied to have her Na- 
val Academy diploma and all her tran- 
scripts changed to her own name. 
The government did not claim recov- 
ery of the taxpayers’ expenditure for 
the pay and allowance of “Beatrice II” 
while at NAPS or the four years at 
the Academy. 

The saddest aspect of the whole 
affair, other than the lack of respon- 
sibility of government officials to safe- 
guard taxpayer interests, was that the 
deception of “Beatrice II” was com- 
mon currency among many of her 
Classmates and among subsequent 
female aspirants to the Naval Acad- 
emy. 

I Want to Be a Man, But You 
Can’t Treat Me Like a Man! 


came a cause celeb re and a juicy news 
item. 

The sequence of events leading up 
to the handcuffing, when presented 
in toto (which never appeared in ini- 
tial press accounts), puts the incident 
in a different perspective. 

The woman involved was partici- 
pating in a snowball fight (on a week- 
day night prior to the Army/Navy 
football game) to let off steam. She 
and a group of Sophomores contin- 
ued their exuberance and snowball 
exchange in the corridors of Bancroft 
Hall. A Second Classman heard the 
noise and left his room to investigate 
the rowdiness. The gist of the banter 
was something like this. “What the 
hell is all the noise about? It’s sup- 
posed to be study hour.” 

“We’re studying to Beat Army. 
Where’s your spirit?” And with that 
the woman, later to be cited as the 
victim, threw her “snowball” at the 
questioning Second Classman. At a 
distance of less than ten feet, the mis- 
sile, which was really an ice ball, 
struck him in the forehead. It opened 
a gash which subsequently required 
multiple stitches. His roommates 
rushed out into the corridor and there 
followed several un- 
complimentary re- 
marks about women 
at the Academy and 
their lack of common 
sense. 

The snowball 
throwing woman re- 
lied, “We are here 
e cause we are good 
enough to do any- 
thing you men can 
do!” 

“We’ll see about 
that,” said one of the 
roommates who went 
back to his room and 
returned with a set of 
handcuffs (traditionally, but clandes- 
tinely available in Bancroft Hall). One 
cuff was applied to the wrist of the 
female assailant (or “victim” as you 
prefer). She was led to the men’s ‘head’ 
and the other cuff was attached to the 
pipe of the urinal. Whether directly 
expressed or tacitly implied the invi- 
tation to “do anything men can do” 
was obvious. The woman declined the 
invitation. Still she was all smiles in 
the photos taken by a crowd of spec- 
tators. 


T hen there is the infamous 
“chaining to the urinal inci- 
dent.” Even now, almost ten 
years after, whenever a story about 
women at the Naval Academy is 
printed, the “urinal” incident is revived. 

The last time it was 

cited as an example of 

the “hazing” of TT . t , 

women at the Acad- hiis roommates rushed 

emy. It wasn’t hazing ou t mtO the corridor 

at all, inasmuch as 

that is the physical and there followed 

infliction of pain or several 

unwarranted punish- 
ment on Plebes by uncomplimentary 

Upperclassmen The remarks about women 
incident involved no 

Plebes and was be- at the Academy and 
tween Upperclass- theif lack 0 f common 

men, albeit ot 

different classes. Sense. 

There was pain and 
injury inflicted but the 
recipient was not the woman involved. 

It was retaliation for such injury, abet- 
ted by a boastful remark by the fe- 
male Midshipman, which led to her 
being handcuffed to a urinal. That 
incident was in extremely bad taste 
and should not have happened. Had 
it not been allowed to be blown out 
of proportion, it could have been re- 
solved by a mutual apology of the 
Midshipmen involved. It almost was 
but then, the father and stepmother 
of the woman got involved and it be- 
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An official report ensued. The Sec- 
ond Classmen were disciplined and 
the injured one was repaired at sick 
bay. There was no attempt to hush 
up the matter nor was there any to 
make it a major issue. Then the local 
radical feminist officers caught wind 
of it. It was “leaked” to the press and 
the father of the woman heard of it. 
He and his second wife lived in the 
surrounding area while the Midship- 
man lived with her mother in Cali- 
fornia. The father demanded action 
by telephone calls to the Academy and 
with his second wife on local televi- 
sion interviews. He wanted an inves- 
tigation of the “cover up” and an 
apology to his daughter from the 
Navy. It became a classic case of 
“sexual harassment.” 

The woman submitted her resig- 
nation to take effect after finishing her 
current academic year. The implica- 
tion was that she had been driven out 
of the Academy because of the em- 
barrassment. 

That was not quite true. In the fall 
before the incident, she had applied 
to and been accepted by the Univer- 
sity of California at San Luis Obispo 
for transfer as a junior the following 
year. She had already planned to leave 
the Academy at the end of her sec- 
ond year, before the requirement for 
obligated service or repayment for the 
government ’s education kicked in. 
Also, there was never any interview 
with her mother on the West Coast 
to get her opinion on the incident. 
There was speculation among the 
Mids in Bancroft Hall that the whole 
thing (after the actual incident) was 
the ploy of an immature young woman 
to embarrass the father, who had left 
her mother, by disgracing his alma 
mater. It is far-fetched but Mids have 
a a way of knowing their own. 


The Womanly Art of 
Quibbling 

A nother more recent incident 
involved a male and female 
Midshipman who spent the 
night together in her dormitory room. 
Since it was a weekend, the female’s 
roommate was presumably on over- 
night liberty. The male was found by 
Classmates on Sunday morning sleep- 
ing in the female’s bed and the fe- 


male was off on a field trip. Upon her 
return, she was questioned by the 
Midshipman who was company 
Commander in the presence of other 
First Classmen. She alleged that she 
had been visiting the naval Clinic 
(closed on Sunday) when the male 
was discovered in her bed. In subse- 
quent questioning by a commissioned 
officer, she changed her story when 
confronted with the fact of the closed 
clinic. Both Midshipmen were pun- 
ished for the violation of spending the 
night in the same room which was 
not an Honor viola- 
tion, albeit a serious — 
offense. The female 
Midshipman under 
suspicion of lying, an 
Honor offense, ap- 
peared before the Bri- 
gade Honor Board 
composed of Mid- 
shipmen First Class. 

Honor violations, if 
founded, usually re- 
sult in a recommen- 
dation through the 
Commandant and 
Superintendent to the ' 

Secretary of the Navy for dismissal. 
The record of the female Midship- 
man indicated two prior major of- 
fenses. One involved her drinking 
while being underage. The second 
was being present when others, un- 
derage, were drinking. Her male 
companion, who was not suspected 
of lying and who had already been 
punished for the violation of the 
sleeping in the same room rule, had 
no previous major offenses. 

Prior to graduation, the Honor 
Board recommended dismissal. It was 
approved as recommended by both the 
Commandant and the Superintendent 
and forwarded to the Secretary of the 
Navy. The graduation of the female 
Midshipman was withheld. The Sec- 
retary, himself an Academy Alumnus, 
deliberated on the case. In the mean- 
time the Midshipman hired a civil- 
ian attorney. 

Six months later, the Secretary re- 
jected the recommendation and the 
woman received her diploma and was 
commissioned in the Navy. The mes- 
sage was interpreted by her Class- 
mates and others as, “It is all right to 
lie at the Naval Academy as long as 
you are a woman. Women don’t lie, 
they just tell fibs.” 


Just like their Commander-in- 
Chief! 

Good luck Midshipman Pilson. 

Dr. Gerald L. Atkinson, CDR 
USN (Ret.) is the author of ‘From 
Trust to Terror: Radical Feminism is 
Destroying the U.S. Navy.’ His email 
address is: 

atkinson@newtotalitarians.com 

His books maybe reviewed on his 
Internet Web Site at: 

http://www.newtotalitarians.com 
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SPECIOUS 

DEMANDS 

The Jewish Extortion Lobby 

by 

Adrian H. Krieg 

This essay is dedicated to Rose Oertli who was a close personal friend and 
member of the OSS during the war. The OSS was the forerunner of the 
CIA. It is dedicated also to my uncle Kaspar Krieg who was in intelligence 
on the Swiss side. Both are now deceased. Much of the below information 
came from them. AHK. 


T he quantity of misinformation 
about the holocaust and Swiss 
financial involvement with the 
Third Reich has attained such mass 
that a reasonable response is called 
for. Many bad things occur in any war, 
the Second World War was no ex- 
ception. Unfortunately from a histori- 
cal perspective large portions of this 
turbulent time in history has been 
severely distorted. War propaganda by 
both the allies and the axis powers 
makes research difficult. All sides of 
the conflict — the Soviets, the Axis, 
and the Western Allies — produced 
forgeries of documentation, money, 
and even science. Soviet non-coop- 
eration in releasing German docu- 
ments and information after the war, 
plus a huge misinformation campaign, 
is another factor. We also face a group 
of greed inspired individuals who are 
presently intent upon reaping a profit 
through extortion. That group to date 
consists only of Jews. 1 Both the Axis 
as well as the Western Allies consid- 
ered God was on their side, and con- 
trary to Western propaganda the 
Nazis had a very good relationship 
with the Vatican as well as most Prot- 
estant denominations. The fact that 
Switzerland, which was and remains 
to this day neutral, was intellectually 
on the side of the Western alliance 
cannot be disputed. American intel- 
ligence, as well as that of all the al- 
lies was allowed to operate without 
hindrance, (but not to spy on Swit- 
zerland). In fact Allen Dulles, 2 head 
of American intelligence, operated out 
of Bern Switzerland thoroughout 


most of the conflict, and worked 
closely with Swiss intelligence. 

Some reasonable proofs of allied 
involvement in the 
holocaust which is 
readily available to 
anyone interested fol- 
lows. It is a fact that 
the Nazis attempted 
to expel Jews from 
Germany beginning 
in the early 1930s. It 
is also a fact that not 
one of the future “al- 
lied” nations accepted 
more than a token 
number of Jews for 
immigration into 
their countries. 

A case in point is the Polish Jew- 
ish situation. The Poles under the 
Pilsudski 3 government pushed large 
numbers of Jews, (well over two mil- 
lion) out of Poland. Many settled in 
the Weimar Republic ( Germany) 
principally in Berlin and Hamburg. 
Hamburg had in previous history 
been a member of the Hanseatic 
League which had a very enlightened 
policy for Jews. The Germans under 
the National Socialist Party (NSP) 
attempted to return these immigrants 
to Poland. The Polish government 
then passed a law in 1938 that if you 
had been out of Poland for over three 
years you needed a special stamp in 
your passport in order to return. This 
stamp was issued by Polish legations, 
and was unavailable to Jews, who thus 
became people without papers. The 
Nazi Gestapo under Heydrich 4 at- 


tempted to resettle these Jews to East 
Africa, Madagascar, and then every 
western nation, but he was blocked 
at every instance. 

The British government made ev- 
ery possible effort to prevent Jewish 
emigration to Palestine. This is yet 
another indisputable fact. It was Brit- 
ish policy to allow no emigration of 
Jews to the Middle East, in order to 
prevent friction with Arabs. This 
policy was in fact exercised from 1937 
until after the creation of the state of 
Israel. 

In 1937 Heinrich Mueller, then a 
general in the Gestapo, secured im- 
migration permission for 936 Jews to 
Cuba. The Nazi government pur- 
chased charter passage for all 936 on 
the Hamburg- Amerika line passen- 
ger ship St. Louis. The ship sailed 
on May 13, 1939. The American 
Government under FDR promptly 
contacted the Cuban 
government demand- 
ing that all landing 
permits be canceled. 
After some negotia- 
tions the captain of 
the ship, Gustav 
Schroeder, knowing 
his passengers’ peril- 
ous position, at- 
tempted to land them 
in America. Under 
direct orders from 
FDR, the Coast 
Guard prevented the 
St. Louis from land- 
ing anywhere in North America, and 
when fuel became a critical problem 
Schroeder was forced to return to 
Europe. 5 The rest you know. 

Swiss Defiance 

T here are literally hundreds of 
cases of states which later be- 
came the members of the 
Western Alliance turning away all 
refugees — Jewish, Gypsy, or what- 
ever. Switzerland, with a meager 
population of under 6 million, in a 
nation totally unable to sustain it’s 
own population with its own food 
production, took in 30, 000 Jews. Fur- 
thermore, over 225,000 Jews escaped 
Germany into Switzerland, and from 
there went on to other states. Swit- 
zerland accepted just over 300,000 
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total refugees, this equates to 1/22 of 
the nations entire population. Had 
America under FDR accepted, by 
percentage of population, the same 
number of people, it would have been 
7 million. All of the current discourse 
about this time in history completely 
ignores Switzerland’s geographic and 
political situation. 

This was the only nation in Eu- 
rope completely surrounded by a hos- 
tile Axis. Austria had been annexed, 
France was defeated, Italy was part of 
the Axis. While surrounded, Switzer- 
land continued to trade with the al- 
lies to the tune of SFr. 4 billion, of 
mostly high-tech mechanical devices. 
Swiss industry gave licenses to Ameri- 
can and British firms to produce 
Swiss designed armaments such as 
the 20mm Oerlikon gun. On more 
than one occasion a full-fledged Ger- 
man invasion (operation 
Tannenbaum) was planned. Political 
hostilities included German media 
attacks on Swiss newspapers, radio, 
and all governmental functions. Nu- 
merous other neutrals had been in- 
vaded. The Swiss appointed as 
commander in chief a man known 
world wide as a strong opponent of 
Nazi Germany. Not only were we 
surrounded but numerous other na- 
tions were Nazi sympathizers. 5 Hitler 
even had a nice little poem which I 
remember being broadcast daily; 
Und Die Schweiz das Stachelschwein 
nemen wir zum Frueschtuck ein.” 7 
Switzerland was an island of freedom 
in a sea of fascism, the only such na- 
tion in Europe. For this we paid a 
considerable price. I was born in 1938 
and do not recall seeing my father 
until after the war. And all my uncles, 
and all my friends fathers’ were in the 
army. When my mother joined the 
civil defense corps, as numerous Swiss 
mothers did, I and most of my friends 
were shipped to Swiss farms, where 
we were expected and in fact did help 
planting harvesting and whatever had 
to be done. 

This brings us to the latest lie, a 
product of the Jewish Simon 
Wiesenthal Center of Los Angeles, 
California. The Wiesenthal Center 
stated that Jews were singled out and 
placed in internment camps, and ac- 
tually forced to work. [!] First, most 
refugees were placed in internment 
camps; housing in Switzerland was 
unable to accommodate that many 


refugees, and there were many thou- 
sands of non-Jewish refugees also. 
Second, everyone had to work. With 
most men in the military and a large 
percentage of the female population 
in civil defense and even school chil- 
dren employed as farm labor, loafing 
was not an option. All internees had 
access to all of society, none of the 
camps were fenced, numerous intern- 
ees attended ETH, 8 an option that 
was made available at 
no cost to them. 

While many attended 
university, they were 
protected by Swiss 
men who could not 
enjoy a higher educa- 
tion due to military 
service. While my fa- 
ther and all my male 
relatives were in the 
army, and my mother in civil defense, 
and I as a boy of 5 was on a farm 
picking potatoes, the Wiesenthal cen- 
ter informs us that Jews should not 
have been forced to work. I was per- 
sonally bombed twice, once in Zurich 
by the Americans who thought they 
were attacking Stuttgart over 100 
miles to the north, and once by the 
Italians in Tichino. Unlike Holland, 
Denmark, France and other European 
nations there were veiy few Nazi sym- 
pathizers in Switzerland. The only 
reason that Hitler did not invade 
Switzerland was because of the Swiss 
Militia. The Swiss army of the 1930s 
and 40s consisted of 300,000 regu- 
lars and 200,000 home guard, this 
with a population of 5.6 million. Ev- 
ery bridge, tunnel, RR crossing, and 
factory was mined with explosives. 
All of the low country and all choke 
points were equipped with anti-tank 
barriers and fortifications. 

The Jewish Extortion Racket 

Clinton’s idol is the communist 
FDR, 9 while Hillary’s idol is Eleanor, 
FDR’s lesbian wife. 10 Both Clinton 
and FDR talk a good game, but both 
are wanting when it comes to mean- 
ingful action. The similarities be- 
tween the two are astounding. Present 
actions by the American government 
are astounding, when one considers 
the acts of the Roosevelt administra- 
tion from 1939 to 1941 in violation, 
at that time, of America’s neutrality 


in the conflict. The present Ameri- 
can administration has been using the 
State Department and Stuart 
Eizenstat’s support of the World Jew- 
ish Council (WJC) in efforts to ex- 
tort funds from numerous sources for 
their Jewish political allies. Eizenstat 
has been particularly active in postu- 
lating the theory that all neutrals of 
the second world war are guilty of 
not doing enough to help the Jews. 

What the WJC and 
their allies have in 
fact done is to create 
an international ex- 
tortion consortium 
for the sole purpose 
of self-enrichment. 
Currently not satisfied 
with the billions in 
reparations from 
Germany 11 they have 
begun a huge fishing expedition to 
locate new sources of money. Not to 
be left out is the State of Israel; its 
envoy, Yoram Dori, as well as the Is- 
raeli prime minister have been out- 
spoken supporters of this extortion. 
With a virtual lock on the American 
media by Jewish interests, it is im- 
possible for the Swiss or anyone tar- 
geted by Jewish interests to obtain a 
fair hearing. Not to be missed is 
former New York Senator Alphonse 
D’Amato, an Italian American (Italy 
was part of the Axis) who was court- 
ing the Jewish vote in New York by 
leveling dozens of charges, all of 
which were public information 30 
years ago. Now that they appear to 
have succeeded with the extortion of 
billions from Swiss banks (in August 
1998, Swiss banks agreed to the 
amount of $ 1.25 billion), they are 
after insurance carriers, many of 
whom are settling. Assicurazioni 
Generali, the Italian carrier, has 
agreed to $ 100 million; outstanding 
additional are Allianz of Germany, 
AXA of France, Winterthur, Basler 
of Switzerland. The political band- 
wagon for the extortion exercise has 
now been entered by numerous state 
regulatory agencies which smell 
money: State insurance commission- 
ers of Florida, New York, and Cali- 
fornia, the World Jewish Restitution 
Organization, the Conference for Jew- 
ish Material Claims against Germany, 
etc. are all involved. 

One of the principal complaints 
against the Swiss is that as a neutral 
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state they did not do enough. Over 
30 Swiss citizens were shot for col- 
laborating with the Germans or spy- 
ing on Switzerland, while Paris fell 
without one shot being fired. French 
police were used by the Nazis to 
round up Jews, and the Swiss did not 
do enough. In fact it can be clearly 
stated that all the attacks on Switzer- 
land, from the allied side, are directed 
by people who 50 years ago were ex- 
ploiting better ways to kill one-an- 
other. 

The act of attempting to collect 
funds from a non-belligerent in a 
military act is unprecedented in world 
history. Never before has this hap- 
pened. In view of the numerous dark 
occurrences of the war by the allies, 
including the murder by starvation of 
thousands of German POW’s, it is 
not unreasonable to speculate that 
these attacks on Switzerland are par- 
tially based on guilt. Swiss banks pub- 
lished, prior to the suits brought in 
American courts, lists of every single 
dormant account that they were able 
to locate. The fact that over 70 per- 
cent of the names were non-Jewish 
has been completely omitted in me- 
dia coverage. 

There are also moral and legal 
questions relating to the rights of an 
independent state. Switzerland stands 
accused by the extortionists of not 
doing enough, of not showing suffi- 
cient compassion for those who suf- 
fered in the holocaust. Well, rubbish! 
First, the holocaust had nothing 
whatever to do with Switzerland. 
Second, Switzerland did more than 
its share in helping victims, and refu- 
gees, and in providing altered identi- 
fication papers, particularly for Jews. 
It was the Swiss Red Cross that over- 
saw military internment camps, and 
delivered Red Cross packages to 
POWs. It was the Swiss who over- 
saw the rules of warfare in the Geneva 
convention. This then brings us to 
FDR’s confiscation of Swiss funds sent 
to the United States in 1940 for safe 
keeping. Switzerland, which had the 
best spy network in Europe, had 
people in the German General staff, 
and through them learned of opera- 
tion Tannenbaum. It was therefore 
deemed prudent to send a substantial 
amount of gold to the United States 
so as to keep it out of the hands of 
the Nazis. This particular theft is to- 
tally overlooked by the extortionists, 


who would be hard pressed to de- 
mand the return of their property from 
the American government and that of 
others listed. 

The Money Trail 

S o the time has finally arrived at 
which we can begin to exam- 
ine the money trail. 12 The CIA 
had become interested in various 
funds located in Swiss banks, that 
were the property of various ex-Na- 
zis. It may be assumed that these 
funds were stolen from victims of con- 
centration camps, 52% ofwhich were 
Jews. It was presumed by the Ameri- 
can government in 1948 that most 
camp internees who had perished in 
the camps had no heirs and that any 
such funds which were untraceable 
(as to individual ownership) were 
available for the taking. Please bear 
in mind that during the operation of 
the Third Reich it was illegal for a 
German citizen to transfer funds, and 
even insurance policies, out of Ger- 
many. For this reason it may be as- 
sumed that all these funds belonged 
to higher up Nazis. The CIA opera- 
tion to retrieve those funds was called 
operation Schakal (Jackal). It com- 
menced in November 11, 1948. (All 
amounts in SFr.) 

Total Amount Bank location Jews/criminals Nazi funds 


102,147 

Banque Suisse Gen. 

23,917 

78,230 

283,756 

Jul. Baer 8c Co.Zh. 

45,092 

238,664 

23,899 

Schw. Bankges. Zh. 

5,782 

18,117 

165,100 

Schw. Kredira. Zh. 

121,812 

43,288 

836,390 

BIS Bsl. 

102,132 

734,258 

77,820 

Uinion Bk. Sw. Bsl. 

8,321 

69,499 

22,953 

Bankfer. Sw. Bsl. 

19,446 

3,507 

421,954 

Finaz 8c Han. Bsl. 

1,219 

420,735 

33,523 

Nazionalbk. Bsl. 

18,002 

15,521 

56,245 

Volksbk. Bsl. 

408 

55,837 

73,752 

Treuhandls Bsl. 

73,752 

0 

22,240 

Armand v. E. Brn. 

14,901 

7,339 

28,850 

Schwe. Bankg. Brn. 

19,733 

9,117 

201,580 

Sweiz. Volsb. Brn. 

23,276 

178,304 


Note: the heading on the account distribution is not the authors or banks’, 
it is how the accounts were labeled in the banks by the Germans. 

Total funds SFr. 2,350,209 

Total funds attributable to Jewish ownership SFr. 477,783 

These funds were distributed as follows: 

1/3 to the CIA 705,062.70 

1/3 to Mueller 705,062.70 

20% Swiss Officials 470,041.80 

10% ODESSA account controller US Gov. 235,020.90 

5% to W. Krich ( German National) 117,510.45 

5% The Gehlen org. ( CIA European opps.) 117,510.45 


Superficially this does not appear 
to be very much money but in 1948 it 
was in fact a huge amount of money. 
So we see that these funds were par- 
titioned up as follows: 50% to the CLA 
(first 1/3 then 5% Gehlen which was 
a CIA operation, then %5 W. Kirch, 
who worked for the Gehlen organi- 
zation, and 10% to ODESSA); 30% 
to Mueller who uncovered the ac- 
counts, and a healthy 20% pay-off to 
the bankers whose coerced and black- 
mailed cooperation allowed funds to 
be repatriated to the wrong people. 

We Owe You Thieves Nothing 

D o not suffer the delusion that 
this was the only instance of 
such action. In fact an entire 
pattern of theft by the Allies of dor- 
mant and transferred to the USA ac- 
counts exists. As previously mentioned 
FDR confiscated substantial funds 
which had been transferred to the 
United States by Swiss banks. These 
funds consisted in the main of depos- 
its from foreign (about 50% Jewish) 
depositors, that were transferred to the 
US for safekeeping in 1940. On 14 
June 1941, FDR ordered the US 
Treasury to confiscate those trans- 
ferred deposits — just over 230 mil- 
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lion in gold. For 1941 this was an 
extraordinary amount of money. Con- 
sider the transfer was made in gold, 
which the US wrongly valued at $ 
32 per troy ounce. This means that in 
real terms we are speaking of about 
US$ 2 billion under today’s values. 
When individuals and Swiss banks 
attempted to have these funds repa- 
triated to their rightful owners, the 
US Treasury Department informed 
them in 1946, that “We consider 
these as dormant accounts which ac- 
cording to US law after five years of 
inactivity becomes the property of the 
US government”. Out of the total 
money stolen only $500 thousand was 
ever returned to the rightful owners. 
This is surely a event in history of 
which we Americans can all be proud 
of. 13 It further demonstrates exactly 
how wrong the extortion acts against 
Swiss banks are, and exactly where 
the extortionists should be looking. 

Switzerland has become the whip- 
ping boy of the Jewish lobby, and one 
must only wonder where all the Jews 
who owe their lives to Swiss action, 
in Switzerland, Hungary, Poland, and 
other nations, are in this matter. One 
must also wonder why the Jews are 
the only people to espouse this “vic- 
timization” when, after all, they rep- 
resented only about half of the total 
concentration camp population and 
deaths. I for one have not heard a 
single word from any of them. The 
statements by an American Senator 
of Italian decent (whose relatives in 
Italy were probably Fascists) that the 
Swiss were willing collaborators and 
friendly toward the Nazis is outra- 
geous. Switzerland was the only na- 
tion in Europe to outlaw the Nazi 
party, as well as all Nazi front orga- 
nizations. It was the only nation to- 
tally surrounded. It was the only 
nation to withstand Nazi aggression 
on the European continent. And 
lastly, unlike Italy, it was not a mem- 
ber of the Axis. While I was in Zurich 
during the war we subsisted on strict 
rationing of all food products which 
included Vi lb. of meat, and one quart 
of milk per week, among other items. 
The only reason we got milk is be- 
cause I was a child. In 1944-45 some 
32,000 Jews in Hungary owed their 
lives to some very courageous Swiss 
diplomats and their wives. Swiss Con- 
sul Karl Lutz and his staff gave asy- 
lum to 3,600 people in Budapest and 
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provided falsified Swiss paper to an- 
other 17,000 Hungarian Jews. 

As a American of Swiss heritage I 
am waiting with bated breath for 
some of the over 450,000 total people 
saved from the Nazis by Swiss inter- 
vention to speak up for us. 

A. H. Krieg is the author of The 
S a tori and the New Mandarins ISBN 
0-87319-044-0. 

NOTES: 

Principal extortionist is Edgar 
Bronfman, a billionaire who’s family 
made their fortune bootlegging during 
prohibition, controls Segrams, the worlds 
largest liquor company. He is also heavily 
involved in the media, and is president 
of the World Jewish Congress. 

2 Allen Dulles was the head of the Office 
of Strategic Services which, after the war, 
became the CIA. He was a long-stand- 
ing member of the Council on Foreign 
Relations, the New York based organi- 
zation that took over the State Depart- 
ment during the FDR administration, 
and which runs it to this day. 

'Marshal Joesf Pilsudski (1867-1935) 
defeated the Russians during the 1920 
Polish border war with Bolshevik Russia. 
He forced Hitler to come to certain po- 
litical agreements by militarily threaten- 
ing Danzig (then part of Prussia), now 
called Gedanzk, which was seceded to 
Poland in the allied breakup of Germany 
at the close of the second world war. 
4 Heydrich was the head of the Gestapo 
until he was assassinated in Czechoslo- 
vakia. 

^Declassified 1948 interrogation of 
Heinrich Mueller. 

b There were military units fighting along 
side of the Nazis, German Austrians, and 
Italians from: France, Spain, Holland, 
Norway, Denmark, Yugoslavia, Bulgaria, 
Russia, as well as other minor states. 
7M And the Swiss, the porcupine, we will 
have for breakfast.” 

8 Eidgenoessische Technische 
Hochschule (ETH) Swiss Federal Poly- 
technic Institute. 

9 FDR’s first Vice President was known 
by him to be a paid communist spy. The 
only reason that Truman came on the 
ticket was that FDR could not have been 


reelected with Henry Agard Wallace as 
VP. (Source: NS A released classified 
documents.) The Manhattan Project to 
develop a nuclear weapon was infiltrated 
by numerous Russian spies. When the 
General in charge of the security of the 
project insisted that they be removed he 
was personally relived of command by 

FDR. 

10 Eleanor Roosevelt’s sex partner was 
Malvina Thompson, her personal secre- 
tary for 31 years. She however had nu- 
merous other encounters, and many with 
communist friends. (Source: declassified 
Army intelligence documents.) 

11 Restitution by the German state to Jews 
is as follows: 4,406,072 claims have been 
submitted, between October 1953 and 
December 1986. Of these 99.9% were 
settled by Jan. 1987. By 1988 payments 
were projected by Germany to cost DM 
102,653 billion. An additional 3 billion 
was paid directly to the state of Israel. 
(Source: Federal Republic of Germany 
Restitution Press Office, Bonn, 1988.) 
12 The information in this paragraph 
stems from declassified information at the 
national archives in Washington. It was 
a conversation between Heinrich 
Mueller a Gestapo general and his CIA 
de-briefer James Kronthal, prior to 
Mueller’s new position as a US Major 
General. 

13 A11 records of this can be found at the 
US National Archives (Treasury 
Department) Washington, DC. 
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THE OLYMPIC GUN 

BAN 


by 

SarahThompson, M.D. 
1999 by SarahThompson, M.D. 


I magine (and for readers of The 
Resister it shouldn’t take much 
imagination) a group of interna- 
tionalist socialists came to the United 
States and demanded that the US re- 
peal its Constitution and cede its sov- 
ereignty to a shadow government. 
Would you accept its offer? Worse, 
would you pay for the opportunity? 

One would hope that no Ameri- 
can would even consider such an of- 
fer. Yet, the state of Utah not only 
made such an agreement, it paid for 
it. What it got in return is the 2002 
Winter Olympics. 

Currently much attention is being 
focused on the allegations of bribery 
associated with those Olympics. The 
President and Senior Vice President 
of the Salt Lake Organizing Com- 
mittee (SLOC) have already resigned 
and another former member has had 
his consulting contract canceled. Up 
to half of the International Olympic 
Committee (IOC) members may be 
expelled at their next meeting in 
March, and several have already re- 
signed. Some Utah residents are pro- 
fessing shame that a state known for 
its “religious and family values” would 
engage in bribery. Others maintain 
that everybody does it” and that the 
benefits of the Olympics are certainly 
worth the price. 

However, closer examination, as 
well as recent experience, reveals that 
the Olympics are a bad bargain at any 
price. While Utah may have thought 
it was buying fame, glory, and pres- 
tige, the Olympics is actually a toxic 
waste dump of international social- 
ists. 

The mission statement of the 
Olympics declares: 

“The goal of the Olympics is to 
place sport everywhere at the service 


of the harmonious development of 
man, with a view to encouraging the 
establishment of a peaceful society 
concerned with the preservation of 
human dignity. To this effect, the 
Olympic Movement 
engages, alone or in — - 
cooperation with 
other organizations 
and within the limits 
of its means, in ac- 
tions to promote 
peace.” 

“We pursue one 
ideal, that of bringing 
people together in 
peace, irrespective of 
race, religion and po- 
litical convictions, for 
the benefit of man- 
kind.” 

Juan Antonio Samaranch, Presi- 
dent of the International Olympic 
Committee (IOC). 

While most people think of the 
Olympics as an organization that pro- 
motes international sporting compe- 
tition, the International Olympic 
Committee and its “Olympic Move- 
ment” are really a prototype for glo- 
bal government, operating outside any 
governmental oversight. 

Thus the purpose of the Olympics 
is to promote peace and the benefit 
of mankind (presumably as defined by 
the IOC) and the famed sports events 
are merely tools to advance this 
agenda. The Olympics do not define 
themselves as either games or sport- 
ing events, but as a “Movement” Their 
intent is clearly to move us, politi- 
cally, socially and economically, from 
where we are, to where they want us 
to be. 

For example, the Olympic “Sport 
for All” commission solemnly declares 


Utah residents, and in 
fact all Americans, are 
already paying heavily 
for the Olympics. 
Certainly they’ve paid 
with their honor, 
reputations and 
integrity. 


that: “The practice of sport is a hu- 
man right. Every individual must 
have the possibility of practicing sport 
in accordance with his or her needs,” 
and “Sport for All is the responsibil- 
ity of everyone.” Its “Humanitarian 
Affairs” commission states that, “The 
IOC cooperates with technical part- 
ners, including the United Nations 
High Commissioner for Refugees 
(UNHCR), the United Nations De- 
velopment Programme (UNDP), and 
the International Labour Organiza- 
tion (ILO).” Perhaps most telling is 
this statement from “The Olympic 
Movement and the Environment” 
commission: 

“The Olympic Movement can rely 
on the worlds greatest sports event 
to help it to perform 
its mission in this 
connection. The 
Olympic Games are a 
veritable microcosm, 
a scaled-down model 
of our society and the 
problems that trouble 
it: heavy and light 
constructions, perma- 
nent or temporary, 
the purchase, distri- 
bution and elimina- 
tion of products, 
movement of goods 
and persons, admin- 
istration and human resources man- 
agement.” 

Utah residents, and in fact all 
Americans, are already paying heavily 
for the Olympics. Certainly they’ve 
paid with their honor, reputations and 
integrity. Most major roads and free- 
ways in the Salt Lake City and Park 
City areas are being completely re- 
built, at taxpayer expense and incon- 
venience. Land deals have transferred 
ownership of some of Utah’s most 
scenic areas to major developers. And, 
of course, no one ever asked Utahns 
if they wanted the Olympics; after all, 
their “elected representatives” know 
what’s best. 

Consumers are paying too. Major 
sponsors such as Coca-Cola, 
McDonald’s, UPS and many more are 
spending hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars to link their names with the 
Olympic rings. More ominously, pub- 
lic utilities, including US West, which 
has a monopoly on residential phone 
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service in Utah, are also spending 
millions of dollars to sponsor the 
Olympics, although its hard to see 
why a monopoly requires advertising, 
or why its captive customers should 
pay for it. 

In addition, allegations of bribery 
include gifts of cash, land deals, fire- 
arms, prostitution, scholarships, medi- 
cal care, and ski equipment. This 
doesn’t include the free first-class air- 
fare, deluxe hotels, expensive meals, 
and chauffeured limousines that are 
routinely provided for Olympic offi- 
cials. 

While this is in and of itself a scan- 
dal, the worst demand of the Inter- 
national Olympic Committee has 
received virtually no media attention 
or public scrutiny. The Olympics de- 
manded that Americans cede their 
national sovereignty and revoke their 
Constitutional guarantees of inalien- 
able rights. Utah’s politicians fell all 
over themselves in their eagerness to 
comply. 

The elitist international cabal 
known as the IOC believes that guns 
are inimical to “peace” although 
they’re the same people who demand 
that ever-increasing numbers of 
American guns, and lives, be commit- 
ted to their “peacekeeping” activities 
throughout the world. And so, they 
demanded that guns be banned from 
the Olympics, in violation of both the 
Utah and United States Constitutions. 

Utah’s firearms laws state that a 
person who obtains a concealed carry 
permit may carry “without restriction” 
within Utah. The only exceptions are 
for areas designated “secure facilities” 
by the legislature. Secure facilities, 
such as courts and prisons, are re- 
quired to provide safe storage for per- 
mit-holders’ firearms. Thus, any 
person with a Utah concealed carry 
permit, or one from another state with 
which Utah has a reciprocity agree- 
ment, would have been able to carry 
a concealed weapon to Olympic 
events. In order to ban firearms at se- 
cure venues, the Olympics would 
have had to provide secure storage for 
permittees firearms. Neither legal al- 
ternative was acceptable to the Olym- 
pics. 

The term “legal” as used here, re- 
quires careful parsing, since all of 
Utah’s firearms laws are unconstitu- 
tional. The Utah Constitution states 
clearly in Article I, Section 6: “The 
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individual right of the people to keep 
and bear arms for security and defense 
of self, family, others, property, or the 
state, as well as for other lawful pur- 
poses shall not be infringed; but noth- 
ing herein shall prevent the 
Legislature from defining the lawful 
use of arms. Thus Utah’s firearms 
laws, which require a “permit” to carry 
a concealed firearm, 
are themselves un- 
constitutional, inde- 
pendent of any 
interpretation of the 
Second Amendment 
to the United States 
Constitution. 

The Olympic 
committees claim to 
be private, non-gov- 
ernmental organiza- 
tions. As such, they 
have no authority to 
declare that the laws 
of a host site are un- 
acceptable and must 
be changed. They 
may not claim juris- 
diction over any- 
thing, not the 
Olympics, not Olym- ^ 

pic venues, not even 
a square inch of dirt in the Utah desert. 
To cede control of American terri- 
tory to a group of globalist socialists 
is to violate the sovereignty of this 
nation, to give aid and comfort to its 
enemies, and should be considered 
treason. 

The Olympic Charter states: “Any 
form of discrimination with regard to 
a country or a person on grounds of 
race, religion, politics, sex, or other- 
wise is incompatible with belonging 
to the Olympic Movement.” While 
this statement may sound innocuous 
to the uninformed, more careful 
analysis shows that it is nicely- 
phrased nonsense. Politics has be- 
come the art of discrimination, 
whether it is granting preferential 
treatment to one group at the expense 
of another, legislating one religion’s 
view of morality into law, or looting 
from one person to enrich another. 

If the Olympics truly practiced its 
stated theory of non-discrimination, 
each city that bid for Olympic Games 
would get its own Olympics, and any 
person who requested a gold medal 
would be awarded one. Discrimina- 
tion based on speed, skill, courage, 


The elitist 
international cabal 
known as the IOC 
believes that guns are 
inimical to “peace”... 

And so, they 
demanded that guns 
be banned from the 
Olympics, in violation 
of both the Utah and 
United States 
Constitutions. 


preparation (or even bribes), would 
all be banned. 

In 1936, both the Summer and 
Winter Games were held in Nazi 
Germany over the objections of sev- 
eral nations, including the United 
States. The IOC responded that these 
objections constituted an “undue min- 
gling of sports and politics.” The Nazi 
regime “agreed to 
■ abide by the Olympic 

creed” and tempo- 
rarily removed anti- 
Semitic signs from 
public view. 

This set several 
precedents. First, any 
meaningful interpre- 
tation of the words 
“discrimination” and 
“politics” was elimi- 
nated from Olympic 
consideration. Sec- 
ond, and perhaps 
most important, 
money, greed and 
pageantry, along with 
advancing or discred- 
iting particular po- 
litical agendas, 

became the true pur- 

pose of holding 
Olympic Games. 

Nazi Germany donated 3.5 mil- 
lion Marks to the Olympics and also 
provided indirect subsidies in the 
form of forced labor. In return, Hitler 
was able to use the Games to pro- 
mote his government as a “Strong- 
hold of Strength.” Much of the pomp 
and ceremony of the modern Olym- 
pic Games also originated at the 1936 
Olympics, including the first light- 
ing of the Olympic Flame. 

On Oct. 2, 1968, the eve of the 
Mexico City Olympics, the Mexican 
military opened fire on students dem- 
onstrating in Tlatelolco Plaza. Hun- 
dreds were killed and thousands more 
were beaten, arrested, or imprisoned. 
The massacre was orchestrated by 
President Gustavo Diaz Ordaz, who 
feared “pro-democracy” demonstra- 
tions would “embarrass” his govern- 
ment. 

Rather than “encouraging the es- 
tablishment of a peaceful society con- 
cerned with the preservation of 
human dignity” the Olympics have 
become a political battleground. Boy- 
cotts of Olympic Games, including 
those by the United States, African 
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nations, and the former Soviet Union, 
have become accepted methods of 
political protest. It is, of course, the 
prerogative of any nation to refuse to 
participate in the Olympics. However, 
the IOC has shown itself to be heavy- 
handed and partisan when it comes 
to political decisions. It repeatedly 
forced East Germany and West Ger- 
many to compete as one nation, sus- 
pended two sprinters for giving a 
“Black Power” salute during a medal 
ceremony, and, in 1968, instituted 
both dmg testing and “femininity test- 
ing.” While there may be legitimate 
reasons to prohibit performance-en- 
hancing drugs, more recently the 
Olympics have banned recreational 
drugs, despite the fact that these drugs 
are legal in many member nations and 
their use does not affect athletic per- 
formance. 

Now the Olympic Committees 
have adopted yet another political 
agenda, that of universal victim dis- 
armament. No civilian firearms will 
be allowed at the 2002 Olympics, re- 
gardless of what the US or Utah con- 
stitutions say, and regardless of local 
laws or customs. Not even those per- 
sons who have subjected themselves 
to extensive background checks and 
taken a class in firearms laws and 
safety will be trusted to carry pistols 
for their own protection. Yet, the evi- 
dence shows that any decision to pro- 
hibit firearms is political and not 
based on any legitimate security con- 
cerns. 

The Olympics historically have 
not been able to prevent terrorism. In 
1972, eleven athletes and one police 
officer were murdered by armed Pal- 
estinian terrorists at the Munich 
Olympics. In 1996, a bomb exploded 
at the Atlanta Summer Games. Nor 
have the Olympics handled acts of 
terrorism well. In both cases, fears of 
lost revenue and prestige led to deci- 
sions to continue the games despite 
security risks, and in Atlanta, an in- 
nocent man had his life and career 
destroyed by both law enforcement 
and the media. 

While terrorism will likely always 
be a problem for the Olympics, the 
truth is that no one has anything to 
fear from Utah’s concealed carry per- 
mit holders. Roughly 23,000 permits 
have been issued and there has not 
been a single incident of a permit 
holder using a firearm to commit a 
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violent crime. This empirical data 
only serves to emphasize the validity 
of previous statistical analyses, includ- 
ing those of Drs. Gary Kleck and 
John Lott, which show that when 
good citizens carry firearms, violent 
crime decreases, resulting in a safer 
environment. Thus, it is possible that 
the massacre in Munich could have 
been halted had there 
been armed citizens 
working in the 
Olympic Village. 1 
Perhaps what the 
Olympic Committees 
really fear is interna- 
tional media coverage 
of responsible citi- 
zens carrying firearms 
safely and responsi- 
bly, thus enhancing 
the security of them- 
selves and those 
around them. 

Prohibiting con 


...Utah’s politicians, 
media, and the usual 
assortment of rabid 
gun-grabbers, joined 
forces with so-called 
“gun rights” 
organizations, 
including the Utah 
Shooting Sports 
cealed carry at the Council and the NRA 
to ban firearms at the 
Olympics. 


2002 Olympics will 
endanger everyone, 
residents and tourists 
alike. Even tightly 
sealed areas are not 
immune to terrorist attacks, and it’s 
not remotely possible to seal the 
Wasatch Mountains, much less the 
entire state of Utah. Thus individuals 
must be guaranteed the right to pro- 
vide for their own self-defense. 

While terrorists are less predict- 
able, only the most stupid common 
criminal would plan an attack inside 
a secured Olympic venue. But out- 
side secure areas, criminal attacks will 
be a real threat. Large crowds of spec- 
tators, carrying valuables and unfa- 
miliar with their surroundings, will 
inevitably attract criminals, especially 
if the criminals know their intended 
victims have no means of self-defense. 

That criminals employ this strat- 
egy has previously been demonstrated 
by the epidemic of assaults on tour- 
ists outside Florida’s airports. As a 
result, Florida extended its concealed 
carry laws to include nonresidents. 
Once it became known that tourists, 
as well as residents, could defend 
themselves, the attacks decreased dra- 
matically. Utah should have learned 
from this experience and encouraged 
people attending the Olympics, 
whether Utahns or visitors, to carry 
firearms. 


Instead, Utah’s politicians, media, 
and the usual assortment of rabid gun- 
grabbers, joined forces with so-called 
“gun rights” organizations, including 
the Utah Shooting Sports Council 
and the NRA, to ban firearms at the 
Olympics. SB 122 (2nd substitute) 
was sponsored by Utah’s best-known 
“gun rights supporters,” Sen. Michael 
Waddoups and 
former Speaker of 
the House Rep. Mel 
Brown. It was passed 
with overwhelming 
support in both 
chambers of the leg- 
islature and is ex- 
pected to be signed 
by Governor Leavitt 
imminently. 

Sen. Waddoups 
admitted publicly 
that he opposed his 
own bill and thought 
it unfairly infringed 
the rights of gun 
owners, although he 
apparently didn’t have 
the courage to simply 

refuse to sponsor it. 

Why? Perhaps be- 
cause Gov. Leavitt demanded that the 
legislature pass Olympic Gun Con- 
trol this session. Gov. Leavitt is an 
opponent of concealed carry, whose 
policies are currently in violation of 
Utah’s state preemption law. He’s also 
planning a run for president or vice- 
president and needs to demonstrate 
that he’s “tough on rights.” 

Legislative leadership also de- 
manded an Olympic gun ban. So did 
Utah Republican Party Chair, and 
USSC lobbyist, Rob Bishop. But the 
real impetus came from the IOC. As 
the Salt Lake Tribune reported: “... 
passage was the result of an ‘edict 
from the International Olympic Com- 
mittee’”, said Salt Lake Organizing 
Committee lobbyist Bill Shaw. Ap- 
parently the IOC is the new shadow 
government of Utah, and legislators 
now merely rubber stamp their edicts. 

SB 122 bans all civilian-owned 
firearms from “Olympic venues.” It 
grants full authority to the “Olympic 
Law Enforcement Commander,” who 
may both enact and enforce all rules 
relating to the Olympics. He may also 
take any action if “the action is im- 
mediately necessary to protect the 
health, safety, and welfare of the pub- 
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lic.”This Olympic Commander, who 
has the authority to declare martial 
law throughout Utah, is “officially” 
Craig Dearden, Commissioner of 
Public 

Safety. However, Presidential De- 
cision Directive 32, which is classi- 
fied, gives full authority for Olympic 
security to the Secret Service. Com- 
missioner Dearden insists the Secret 
Service will take orders from him, 
but such an arrangement seems highly 
unlikely. 

SB 122 does not provide for se- 
cure storage of firearms, nor does it 
provide for assumption of liability in 
the event people are killed or injured 
as a result of negligence or miscon- 
duct on the part of the Olympic Se- 
curity team. It also allows churches 
and owners or tenants of private resi- 
dences to ban guns from their prop- 
erty. According to the bill sponsors 
and supporters, this will “protect” gun 
owners from future attempts to ex- 
pand gun control, although demands 
for “tougher gun control” next year 
are already being issued by the media 
and others. 

The IOC, a “private” collection of 
“non-governmental” entities with 
which the US has no treaties, has 
successfully breached the sovereignty 
of the United States and Utah. It has 
successfully subverted both our laws 
and our system of government. And 
Americans have willingly traded their 
birthright for a bowl of rancid Olym- 
pic slush fund money. 

The problem is not just greed and 
bribery, and all this hand-wringing 
about financial improprieties is 
mainly designed to distract us from 
what really occurred. The IOC is 
guilty of subversion. The many 
Americans, including members of the 
Salt Lake Organizing Committee, 
Gov. Leavitt, Utah legislators, US SC, 
and others who supported this legis- 
lation are probably guilty of treason. 
Utah didn’t just “buy” the Olympics; 
it actually paid to have its citizens’ 
rights revoked. 

The Olympics are a political front 
organization for internationalist so- 
cialism and pacifism, and they’ve 
fooled Americans and American cor- 
porations into paying for their own 
destruction. Members of the Interna- 
tional Olympic Committee are un- 
willing or unable to respect and obey 
the laws of the United States. They, 


and their Games, should be promptly 
deported. The famed Olympic rings 
should be recognized for what they 
are, scorned, and rejected outright, for 
they are nothing but links in the 
chains of global tyranny. 

NOTE: 

Editor’s interjection: I disagree. A ter- 
rorist operation is not an act of civilian 
criminal violence that may be resolved 
quite easily by armed civilians. Profes- 
sional terrorist operations are thoroughly 
planned by organizations very similar in 
organization to a military staff, assisted 
by carefully organized and compartmen- 
talized support networks. A janitor with 
a pistol in his waistband may be capable 
of preventing a mugging, but he is not 
going to prevent a terror cell from per- 
forming its mission. SMB 
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TWO MORE 

LETTERS 

by 

SFC Steven M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 

These exchanges between your editor and The Resister’s former counselor 
are a continuation from the exchange published in the last issue. The reason 
they are being published is not an airing of “dirty laundry,” rather, the con- 
cerns expressed by Kevin Jamison, Esq., regarding The Resister’s editorial 
content are representative of mainstream Libertarian thought, and my re- 
sponses to those concerns are clarifications of how The Resister’s editorial 
positions on certain issues arrived where they are today. One glaring weak- 
ness in today’s resistance to the collectivization of America is the gratuitous 
use of the Left’s lexicon by the Right when the Right attempts to defend 
their ideological positions against the Left. When they do so they have, by 
default, lost the argument. I made a decision, about 18 months ago, to reject 
out-of-hand every Left derived or suborned use of the English lexicon, from 
“affirmative” to “xenophobe.” It was like removing a pair of blue and red 
stereo glasses while watching a Leftist made “3-D” movie — the contrast 
between the ideological origins of America and its current state was that 
stark. However (to continue the metaphor), the “Right” insists on continuing 
to peek through the Left issued stereo glasses while complaining about the 
movie. I shot the projector and ground my stereoscopic glasses underfoot. 

My responses to Mr. Jamison’s letters are long and, I admit, somewhat 
redundant. However, the issues are addressed as they arise. 


I 

More From Counselor 

S teve: Whether others agree with 
me or not is immaterial, my fa- 
ther used to say that if 50,000 
people do a stupid thing, it is still a 
stupid thing. Running an ad for nazis 
is a stupid thing. The magazine is op- 
posed to their tyranny, their social- 
ism, and their tribalism. It tars the 
magazine and all in it by association. 
I do not wish to be mentioned in the 
magazine in any capacity as long as 
the ad runs. If I place you in the po- 
sition of caveat venditor , it is because 
I am an attorney. It is my profession 
to warn clients of the consequences 
of their actions. 

I am not interested in how 
America looks, I am interested in how 
it thinks. I do immigration law; I 
have represented people from all over 
the world. I have not detected racially 
linked behavior or thinking. The Ira- 
nians seen to have more electrical 
engineers and pick up English faster 


and better than other ethnic groups, 
but that may just be the people I meet. 

Racial identity is a matter of opin- 
ion, scientific or otherwise. A cen- 
tury and a half ago, emissaries of the 
Great White Father tried to convince 
a Kiowa chief that the treaty he 
signed forbade him to attack white 
men. The Kiowa leader denied that 
he ever killed white men. Outraged, 
the emissaries accused him of lead- 
ing raids into Texas all the time. “Yes,” 
the Chief agreed, “But I only kill Tex- 
ans.” He could not be convinced that 
Texans were white men or Ameri- 
cans. Of such misunderstandings were 
made much of the Indian wars. 

I wrote a bit on racial identity for 
a local tabloid. My observation was 
that since all the government forms 
said that it did not matter what race 
one put down, then it could not be 
very important. For my part, when- 
ever it is requested, I put down 
“Gringo.” North Americans are dif- 
ferent from Europeans; more violent, 
more independent, more adventure- 
some. We are a stew of the DNA cast 
off from the Old Country for not 


working and playing well with oth- 
ers. 

I’m sure the founding fathers would 
not have considered other cultures as 
being anything but a curiosity. 
America became free, strong and rich 
because the old dead white guys 
thought that individual freedom was 
a good thing. We had a bit of luck, 
natural resources and a government 
that was unable to seize control even 
if it had wanted to. The latter is the 
most important element, wealthy ar- 
eas today are dunghills ruled by ty- 
rants. I do not know if other ethnic 
groups could have made America. If 
they had stumbled on the secret of 
individual freedom and economic 
prosperity, it is possible. In any case, 
I daily meet people who risk life and 
limb, abandon careers, and spend a 
fortune (especially if they hire me) to 
join our values. 

If Jews were disproportionately 
represented in early communism, the 
reasons for this circumstance might 
be interesting. To take it as a general 
rule assumes too much, and concedes 
an entire race to the Dark Side. If 
true, then what? Are we to denounce 
all Jews, some Jews, or specific Jews 
for the actions of a few who did not 
identify themselves as Jews (or so you 
indicate) except as a flag of conve- 
nience? 

The reason the Holocaust is only 
studied from what you call the “Jew’s 
version” is for the same reason car- 
tography is not studied from the view- 
point of the Flat Earth Society. If the 
nazis did not kill 6 million Jews, and 
an equal number of other races, na- 
tionalities, and religions (and some 
homosexuals who were not Storm 
Troopers), it was not for lack of try- 
ing. The nazis greatest accomplish- 
ment was to squander a great military 
machine while assets went to the 
murder of Jews. 

I disagree with your contention 
that test scores are not affected by 
condition. Test scores may rank in- 
telligence, but measured intelligence 
can be affected by cultural values, 
nutrition, and education, all of which 
were in short supply in Black com- 
munities early in this century. 

I am not an advocate of my race. I 
cannot take credit for the Western 
World’s science, mathematics, or phi- 
losophy (several of my professors 
mentioned this). I have no more in- 
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stinctive ability in these areas that any 
other person (several of my profes- 
sors mentioned this). I stand on the 
shoulders of libertarian thinkers, but 
I was not born there, I chose to stand 
there. Anyone else could choose the 
same. 

If you seek to annoy the liberals 
by blaming Jews in general, or espe- 
cially, for communism, I fear they will 
rejoice instead. Such emphasis rein- 
forces their prejudices, even bigotry. 
If you seek to lead patriots to victory 
in this manner, I fear that you attack 
a strong position at its most heavily 
defended point. By stressing this as- 

f ect, by taking the nazi advertisement, 
fear that you give them a stick to 
beat you with. Should I appear in the 
same magazine, it gives them a stick 
to beat me with. 

Nazis are tyrants, anti-semites, and 
other bigots, are mindless hatred. To 
judge persons by the group they were 
borne to is a waste of time, it is worse 
than wrong, it is stupid. In my own 
field of research, I find that weapons 
laws became popular as a means to 
disarm and oppress Black Freedmen 
(largely after the War Between the 
States, known in some quarters and 
the War Between the Yankees and the 
Americans). This means was later 
used to disarm all of us. 

I judge people as individuals. The 
Resister I signed on to protect was 
opposed to tribalism. I took that to 
mean opposition to bigotry, if I was 
wrong or things have changed, tell 
me now. 

My father used to say that one is 
known by the company one keeps. I 
will not keep company with nazis, 
bigots (of any type), or tyrants in gen- 
eral. 

I did not write my original com- 
ments for publication. X have not 
shared these views with anyone else. 
If you wish to do so, it is your call. 

The Resisters expertise, and claim 
to fame, is inside knowledge of the 
use and abuse of the military, and gen- 
eral partisan expertise. One must stand 
for something, but it is best to stick 
to what one knows best. 

Kevin L. Jamison 


Further Response 


Dear Kevin: 

I disagree that running the Na- 
tional Vanguard ad tars the pub- 
lication with guilt by association. 
If that is the case, then running the 
ad for Fr. James Wathan OSJ, “tars” 
it as Traditional Catholic, the ad for 
The Partisan “tars” it as JPFO cen- 
tered (Bob Glass is 
Jewish), running the 
eugenics ad “tars” it as 
“whatever” it is every- 
body hates eugenics 
for, running 

McClinton’s ad “tars 
it as Jural Society, and 
so forth. NV carries 
some valuable his- 
torical books in their 
catalog. If The Omni/ 

Christian Book Club 
wanted to run an ad 
I’d run it. They carry 
many (and in some 
cases better) of the 
same books NV car- 
ries, in many cases 
more “controversial” 

regarding the “Jewish 

problem.” What 

would TR be “smeared” as then, 

Christian? 

Running the NV ad isn’t stupid, its 
called the First Amendment. Our 
Destroyers hid behind it throughout 
this century and, now that they rule 
us, insist that anyone other than they 
who exercises it today is engaged in 
“hate.” Have you noticed that the best 
SPLC and ADL can scream about TR 
is ‘ right wing”? SPLC and ADL don’t 
even list TR/SFU as a “hate group.” 
Why? They can’t pigeonhole it. To 
date, almost six months after placing 
the NV ad, the only resulting “con- 
sequences of their actions” has been 
your request to have your ad removed. 
Given that your ad was gratis, the 
word “consequence” doesn’t even ap- 
ply in that case. The most rabid Ob- 
jectivist readers (who should have 
been the first to scream) haven’t even 
breathed a whisper of discontent about 
it. It’s a non-issue, and you’re still the 
only one to complain about it. 


...I find the 
Libertarian, utopian 
“open borders” 
advocacy of unchecked 
barbarian migrations 
to be a bridge dummy 
ace to our Destroyer’s 
Communist no-trump 
“right to emigrate” bid. 
Nobody has a “right” 
to emigrate to 
America. 


Your main concern seems to cen- 
ter around “guilt by association.” Con- 
sider this amusing response to “you 
associate with nazis!” (Which I do 
not.) “Well,” calmly, with a straight 
face, “if I sway even one away from 
socialism, my time is not wasted.” 
Frankly, Kevin, I find it somewhat 
disconcerting that you accept at face 
value the Leftist lexicon and try to 
defend their definitions (or, rather, the 
vacuous feeling they engender) from 
a Libertarian position. 

I am very interested in how 
America looks. Personally (and based 
on historical prece- 
dent) I find the Lib- 
ertarian, utopian 
“open borders” advo- 
cacy of unchecked 
barbarian migrations 
to be a bridge 
dummy ace to our 
Destroyer’s Commu- 
nist no-trump “right 
to emigrate” bid. 
Nobody has a “right” 
to emigrate to 
America. The Liber- 
tarian notion that bar- 
barians be permitted 
to roam about the 
face of the planet 
freely “selling their 
labor” without regard 

to national borders 

comes straight out of 
the United Nations Universal Decla- 
ration of Human Rights — which 
comes straight out of Stalin’s 1936 
Constitution of the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics. More on immi- 
grants. I just returned from Califor- 
nia. In Los Angeles, San Francisco, 
et al., Russians have completely taken 
over the taxi businesses. Russian doc- 
tors and dentists are proliferating. Lib- 
ertarians would submit, “What 
enterprise — see how well they 
adapt!” Bullshit. The Russians are 
building an intelligence non-techni- 
cal communications infrastructure (a 
means and reason to move about) with 
“Russian mafia” (read KGB) money. 
They’re doing it in every major city. 
The Chinese are doing the same. 
Africans, Haitians and Mestizos aren’t 
smart enough to be evil; they’re sim- 
ply useless eaters. In the Libertarian 
fantasy world however, malicious rea- 
sons for immigration do not exist. I 
won’t mention La Raza, and other 
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Mexican Communist controlled 
fronts. Our rabid “open borders” ad- 
vocates (who are mostly Jewish) have 
openly declared their desire to “brown 
America.” How Libertarians come to 
the conclusion that this is a Grand 
Idea eludes me. 

Genes, and inherited genetic dif- 
ferences (racial identity), are a scien- 
tific and demonstrable fact, not a 
“matter of opinion;” a savage com- 
menting that he’s killingTexicans, not 
whites, notwithstanding. I whole- 
heartedly agree with you that 
America absorbed the DNA of 
people from Europe known for “not 
working and playing well with oth- 
ers.” That used to be called “brain 
drain” and collectivist inclined Europe 
suffered mightily for it. Yet, said 
emigres were not drawn to a “multi- 
racial,” “multicultural,” America to 
“celebrate diversity.” They were 
drawn to America, in part, because it 
was a White-European nation. My 
point about other races being inca- 
pable of founding America is that I 
am convinced that not even Germans, 
nor the French, etc., could have done 
it either; although their emigres were 
more than happy to flock to the 
Anglo-Saxon creation. The difference 
between Europeans known for “not 
working and playing well with oth- 
ers” and Southern hemisphere bar- 
barians is that the latter are alien to 
Western civilization and culture — 
although they are pleased to ape it 
and reap its benefits while in the pro- 
cess of looting what they can from it. 
I have been nowhere in Africa where 
I was not called baas. In Haiti I was 
called blanc. While others on my 
Team reeled in brainwashed horror 
when so called, I accepted it for what 
it was; a natural admission on the part 
of our hosts. Africans and Haitians 
are more honest than American 
blacks. In Africa, White supremacy 
is taken for granted as, in a way, an 
overstatement of the obvious. They 
know who “makes thing go” and do 
not, like American Negroes, pretend 
otherwise. 

The disproportionate representa- 
tion of Jews in communism (past and 
present) is not in question or in specu- 
lation (re: “If.”). It is a demonstrable 
fact. The reasons for this are indeed 
interesting, the evidence pointing di- 
rectly to the nature of their religion 
itself. That is beyond the scope of our 


current discussion. For an excellent 
work see: 

Kevin MacDonald. A People Who 
Shall Dwell Alone: Judaism as a Group 
Evolutionary Strategy. Praeger, 
Westport, 1994. ISBN: 0-275- 
94869-2 

Separa- 
tion and its Discontents: Toward an Evo- 
lutionary Theory of Anti-Semitism. 
Praeger, Westport, 1998. ISBN: 0- 
275-94870-6 

The 

Culture of Critique: An Evolutionary 
Analysis of Jewish Involvement in Twen- 
tieth Century Intellectual and Political 
Movements. Praeger, Westport, ISBN : 
0-275-96113-3. 

And of course the excellent work 
you sent me, The French Enlightenment 
and the Jews , by ________ 

Arthur Hertzberg. 

Curious though, how 
Hertzberg calls the 
French Revolution 
“enlightenment,” 
given that it w r as the 
progenitor of com- 
munism. I am not 
prepared to condemn 
the entire race to the 
Dark Side, as you put 
it. Let s just say, at this 
point, omitting reli- 
gious tests as a quali- 
fication for public 
office may have been 
a mistake on the part 
of the Framers. (An- 
other case of the anti- 
federalists being right.) Notice that 
Jews scream the loudest promoting 
the utter myth of “separation of 
church and state.” 

Falling back on a position, in ef- 
fect, that the Jews say that's [the ‘ho- 
locaust”] what happened so it must 
be true is not a counter argument. I 
know you’re too busy to read up on 
the whole thing, and probably disin- 
clined to do so, so lets just drop it. 

The effect of environment, educa- 
tion, etc., on test scores amount to only 
about 20% of measurable criteria in- 
fluencing intelligence ranking. Even 
so, the test scores of blacks regress as 
they get older, and every study on the 
subject conducted between 1916 to 
the present (thousands of such test 
were conducted between the 60s and 


...anybody who dares 
breath any desire for a 
resurgence of White 
racial identity is 
immediately and 
persistently branded 

u • yy u • . » 

nazi, racist, 
“prejudiced,” or a 
“bigot.” And the Jews 
are always the first to 
start howling. 


80s), no matter who conducted the 
test, for whatever reason, kept turn- 
ing up the same results — the aver- 
age I Qj)f blacks consistently ends up 
being about 15 points (one standard 
deviation) lower than Whites. Why, 
Kevin, is it assumed that genetics ef- 
fects every organ in the human body 
except the brain? 

I admit I do not understand 
Whites who disclaim their racial and 
cultural heritage. The 800,000 or so 
Colored immigrants America is in- 
fected with annually have no such 
delusions. To have racial identity does 
not mean one takes credit for inven- 
tions and discoveries one had no pos- 
sible connection to. But when 
Western civilization is systematically 
trashed by Coloreds who could not 
have created it themselves, and that 
trashing enjoys the sanction of gov- 

ernment policy, and 

Whites are de- 
manded to “tolerate” 
this, then Whites are 
expected to stupidly 
“celebrate diversity” 
while being set up for 
deracination, I object. 
I will not concur, con- 
cede, consent, nor co- 
operate. Whites are 
the only intended tar- 
get audience for “di- 
versity” and 

“tolerance” brain- 
washing. It’s perfectly 
okay though, for 
Mexicans to stomp 
about yapping about 
“ 1 “ “ ’ la Raza (the Race), 
and for Negroes to have Black this- 
that-or-the-other. Why is the brain- 
washing intended only for Whites? 
Because Coloreds know what will 
happen if Whites ever rediscover 
their racial identity. Which is why 
anybody who dares breath any desire 
for a resurgence ofWhite racial iden- 
tity is immediately and persistently 
branded “nazi,” “racist,” “prejudiced,” 
or a “bigot.” And the Jews are always 
the first to start howling. 

Bigot, by the way, means religious 
hypocrite, unless you mean it in the 
transitive sense of intolerant; then I 
will admit to it. But it sounds like a 
good swear word, doesn't it? Preju- 
dice means unconsidered opinion. The 
views I hold about race have been 
deeply considered (i.e. studied), so, 
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I’m not prejudiced. Racist is nothing 
more than a swear word, a euphe- 
mism for prejudice. Preference for 
ones own kind is natural, normal. If 
it wasn’t, we’d already be living in 
Bladerunner “utopia.” What do you 
think would happen if the reins of 
government and economy were 
turned over to our Colored parasite 
classes; if Whites said, okay, you-all 
run things? If you want to find out, 
go to Africa or Mexico. 

It is true that anybody can choose 
to stand on the shoulders of libertar- 
ian thinkers. However, note for the 
record that, on the whole, our Col- 
ored parasite classes chose to stand 
on the shoulders of collectivist think- 
ers, act on collectivist premises, and 
demand collectivist-egalitarian “pro- 
grams” to create an artificial equality 
that does not exist in reality and can- 
not be sustained save beneath the 
muzzle of government’s gun. So, 
while you are standing on the shoul- 
ders of libertarian thinkers and pro- 
claiming utopian libertarian fantasies 
about not advocating for your race 
while welcoming with open arms the 
virtual flood of Third world barbar- 
ians and denouncing Whites who are 
banding together in defense of their 
race, culture and civilization as “rac- 
ists,” the very (Anglo-Saxon created) 
liberties and rights you claim to stri- 
dently defend are being daily further 
eroded in supplication to our para- 
sitic Colored destroyers while you 
accept at face value their anti-White, 
anti-Western Civilization propa- 
ganda. Your reasoning for this I do 
not understand. 


Ideologies and Idealogues 

A ddressing the “Jewish prob- 
lem” is not to annoy liberals. 
It is to identify the origins, or- 
ganizations, mechanisms, methodolo- 
gies and ideologies behind America’s 
destruction from within and who, pre- 
cisely, is responsible. Ideology can- 
not be separated from its ideologues. 
Take, for example, the poem “The 
New Colossus” that defaces the statue 
of liberty like gang graffiti: 

Not like the brazen giant of Greek 
fame, 

With conquering limbs astride 
land to land; 


Here at our sea-washed, sunset 
gates shall stand 

A mighty woman with a torch, 
whose flame 

Is the imprisoned lightening, and 
her name 

Mother of Exiles. From her bea- 
con-hand 

Glows worldwide welcome; her 
mild eyes command 

The air-bridged harbor that twin 
cities frame. 

“Keep, ancient lands, your storied 
pomp!” cries she 

With silent lips. “Give me your 
tired, your poor, 

Your huddled masses yearning to 
breath free, 

The wretched refuse of your teem- 
ing shore. 

Send these, the homeless, tempest- 
tossed to me, 

I lift my lamp beside the golden 
door!” 

Sounds wonderful doesn’t it? Just 
one problem. Emma 
Lazarus was a radical 
Russian Jew socialist 
(the word “Commu- 
nist” wasn’t in popu- 
lar use then), and a 
radical Zionist, who 


When was the last 
time you saw or heard 
of a brainwashing 
persistently lobbied session aimed at telling 

Negroes to quit 
behaving like Africans 
and start behaving like 
Whites? 


Congress to open im- 
migration to Russian 
Jew nihilists and so- 
cialist so they might 
escape prosecution for 
their attempts (finally 
successful) to assassi- 
nate Czar Alexander 
II, and the retribution of Czar 
Alexander Ill’s anti-Social Revolu- 
tionary Party (a wholly owned Jew- 
ish subsidiary) pogroms. “Mother of 
Exiles... the homeless, tempest- 
tossed...” of course meant Jews. It cer- 
tainly did not describe normal 
conditions in White Europe, and she 
didn’t give a damn about Mexicans, 
Africans and Asians. Again, ideology 
and ideologue are inseparable. 

Jewish Bolshevism is the left’s 
strongest and most heavily defended 
position only because it is the most 
vulnerable point in their defense. Dis- 
cussing Jewish Bolshevism is not a 
point being stressed to the exclusion 
of all others, it is an identification of 
origins and causes in context when 


required. I also judge people as indi- 
viduals on the person-to-person level, 
not on the basis of the unchosen group 
or tribe they are born into. But that s 
on the interpersonal level. However, 
yet again, when alien tribes coalesce 
and attack as tribes, the object of their 
attacks, Whites, had better pull their 
heads out of their “fourth-point-of- 
contact” and coalesce as a tribe them- 
selves for the mutual defense of their 
race and culture. If, when discussing 
Coloreds, we were discussing peoples 
who thought and acted as individu- 
als your idealistic Libertarian objec- 
tion to judging people on the basis of 
the group they were born into would 
be valid. But we are discussing 
peoples who think with a group mind 
and act, politically, as a group. An 
entire multifaceted “equal opportu- 
nity” commissariat extends through 
every institution in America to pro- 
vide these groups with group privi- 
lege and group advantage. And the 
all pervading, omnidirectional cradle 
to grave brainwashing extolling those 

groups who could, 

left to their own de- 
vices, achieve pre- 
cious little, is not 
designed to encour- 
age those groups to 
emulate the values, 
mores and civiliza- 
tion Whites created, 
rather to denigrate 
Whites and compel 
Whites to be “toler- 
ant” of America’s de- 
scent in to Third 
world barbarism. Go 
to the mall. Tell me 
this generation has not been 
Africanized. When was the last time 
you saw or heard of a brainwashing 
session aimed at telling Negroes to 
quit behaving like Africans and start 
behaving like Whites? 

Let’s talk about gun control. I’ve 
had this discussion with John Ross. 
Ross, following the lead of Aron 
Zelman, described “Unintended Con- 
sequences” as the “Uncle Tom’s Cabin” 
of the 90s. Never mind that “Uncle 
Tom’s Cabin” was a vile Abolitionist 
propaganda screed, largely plagiarized 
from an earlier work written by a man 
who’d never witnessed the conditions 
of slavery first hand. Gun control laws 
aimed at keeping Negroes largely dis- 
armed were not whims. They were 
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self defense. They were the result of 
generations of Whites living in close 
contact with Africans. Blunt, not po- 
litically correct, but the truth none- 
theless. Check the statistics yourself. 
The amount of crime, violent crime 
in particular, is directly proportional 
to the Negro population in any city, 
county, or state. Negroes commit 
crime against Whites at a rate over 
10 times as that of whites against 
Negroes. If Negroes, Mexicans, et al, 
were disarmed under neo-”Jim Crow” 
laws America would have the lowest 
crime rate in the industrialized West. 
You’re absolutely correct that those 
“Jim Crow” disarmament means were 
later used to disarm all of us — by 
Jewish Bolsheviks and their gentile 
socialist scuts. Which is why, again , 
it is necessary to identify the ideo- 
logues behind the ideology, even in 
“gun control.” 

The Resister you signed on to de- 
fend started with the anti-tribalist 
premise that rational men, of any race, 
would, when presented with the truth 
regarding the origins and causes of 
liberty, chose liberty over tyranny. A 
noble ideal. Also, a fool’s dream. Over 
the course of The Resister’s evolu- 
tion, my researches into that ground- 
less utopian notion have disabused me 
of its possibility. Individuals, no mat- 
ter the justness and righteousness in 
defense of their liberties, cannot stand 
against the organized onslaught of 
tribes. How, precisely, is that Liber- 
tarian or Objectivist individualist 
miracle to be accomplished? Appeal 
to reason? Exposition of unalienable 
rights? To whom; the attacking 
tribes? Or to those criminal gangs 
called “governments” who squabble 
over those tribes’ votes? You cannot 
name a single historical instance 
where individualistic anti-tribalism 
has withstood collectivist tribal as- 
saults, because no such historical ex- 
ample exists. You might as well have 
written, “The Resister I signed on to 
protect was opposed to defending 
Western Civilization from barbarism 
and protecting the European races 
from deracination.” 

It is racial suicide for Whites to 
denounce their racial identity in the 
face of direct assaults by Coloreds 
who openly promote their own ra- 
cial identify while attempting to make 
it illegal (i.e., a “hate crime”) for 
Whites to do the same. In that re- 
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gard the anti-tribalism (and many 
other notions) of Libertarianism and 
Objectivism is little more than a 
bridge dummy for collectivism. As an 
ideology, anti-tribalism has accom- 
plished, and can accomplish, exactly 
nothing in the cause of liberty because 
it openly plays straight into our 
enemy’s tribalist hand. So yes, I’m 
telling you now, regarding the cul- 
ture war, The Resister has changed. 
It is now, and will remain, a staunch, 
unreconstructed defender of Western 
(read Christian) - - 

Civilization and the 
European (read 
White) races against 
tribal assaults by Jew- 
ish Bolsheviks until 
they stop their efforts 
to communize 
America, and 
Coloreds until they 
disavow their own 
tribalism and begin 

thinking and behav- 

ing like Whites — 
which you know, as well as I do, will 
not happen. The culture war is not 
the only front The Resister fights on, 
but it is the most threatened because, 
should that front collapse, we will 
soon find ourselves in a new Dark 
Age. 

You use the word bigotry in the 
same transferred (non-religious) sense 
and context as our Destroyers, so not 
only am I at a loss how to respond to 
you, such careless name calling also 
leaves me quite unimpressed. I’m 
rather fond of that part of Webster’s 
1832 definition: “...excessive preju- 
dice,” although the Oxford transferred 
sense of “intolerant” also has great 
appeal. Because my opinions are not 
unconsidered I fail the prejudice test, 
however I am, as you know, intoler- 
ant. Since it appears I’ll eventually 
have to publicly respond to that egali- 
tarian swearword I suppose I should 
rehearse a sound-bite response. Per- 
haps, “Actually, I’m thoroughly con- 
sistent in my religious opinions,” will 
serve until I can think of something 
better. 

I suppose I am a bigot in the Ox- 
ford secondary use, in that I am “ob- 
stinately... wedded to a particular... 
opinion;” that opinion being identi- 
cal to that of the Founders that 
America was established as a White 
Christian nation. The only bigots (in 


Individuals, no matter 
the justness and 
righteousness in 
defense of their 
liberties, cannot stand 
against the organized 
onslaught of tribes. 


its primary sense) I know are viciously 
stupid Protestants (including the neo- 
Protestants of the post-V2 “Church”), 
both mainstream and evangelists, who 
embrace and espouse the collectivist 
notions of egalitarianism and frater- 
nity that are destroying America. Both 
those ideas are anti-liberty, as any- 
body who lost their head to Madame 
Guillotine during The Terror of the 
French Revolution would readily at- 
test. 

If one is known by the company 
one keeps, then I am 
exculpable regarding 
the National Van- 
guard ad, as I am not 
a member of the Na- 
tional Alliance, or 
any other political 
group for that matter. 
An ad placement is 
hardly “keeping com- 
pany.” (I am, however, 
a life member of the 
NRA — dim-whit, 
appeasing, compro- 
mising swine that they are. God nelp 
us, they let women make decisions. 
And who is this Heston fool? I want 
my money back!) An ad juxtaposition 
is not “keeping company” either, un- 
less one is from the Clinton school 
of“define ‘is’”. I’ve always understood 
that your principle objection to the 
National Vanguard ad was your con- 
cern that the leftists, specifically Jew- 
ish Bolsheviks, would try to smear you 
with it to derail your campaign to li- 
cense Missouri gun owners with the 
state (and by extension, the feds) 
through your concealed carry initia- 
tive. All you had to do was say, “Hey, 
Steve, pull my ad. The NV placement 
will hurt me politically.” If you were 
serious about not “keeping company” 
with tyrants in general you’d give up 
your law practice, as the most tyran- 
nical company you are now keeping 
is with those Robed Dictators and 
social engineers who pass themselves 
off as “judges.” 

What The Resister stands for is 
individual liberty, freedom of enter- 
prise, republicanism and minimalist 
government. Its inside knowledge and 
reporting of the uses and abuses of 
the military is ancillary to its mission 
of radicalizing the military against 
America’s descent into socialism. Par- 
tisan warfare cannot be divorced from 
political agitation. Political agitation 
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cannot be divorced from ideology. And 
ideology cannot be divorced from 
identification of the enemy. Once the 
enemy is identified, are we to shrink 
from the battle because we might be 
called “bad names” by them? 

This so-called patriot movement 
is populated by effeminate idiots. 
Mainstream “conservatives” (I’ve al- 
ways wondered what it is “conserva- 
tives” are conserving) are, like 
women, more concerned that their 
ideas will be socially acceptable than 
truthful. The other end of the spec- 
trum, the aluminum foil hat crowd, 
are eaten up with the impossibly silly 
notion that armed resistance will cause 
our elected criminal gangs to back 
down. In the middle are those groups 
that believe “educating the people” 
will, by some unspecified miracle, 
result in “grassroots electoral change. 
Christ, they actually believe we can 
democratically vote our way out of 
tyranny. Never mind that we have tyr- 
anny because of democracy. (And for- 
get that the term “grassroots” is a 
Communist invention, and “democ- 
racy” is the historical Communist 
political battle cry.) We can only hope 
the “educated” wipe their drool off 
their ballots before they cast them as 
they further democratically entrench 
our devastation. 

It appears that you are having dif- 
ficulty reconciling the nature of 
America’s destruction with that 
destructions ideological origins, and 
those ideological origins with their 
ideologues. Metaphorically, it’s like 
breaking the 13 “hump” when learn- 
ing International Morse Code. When 
I was learning IMC it took me three 
weeks and a Basic Radio Operator’s 
Course recycle to get over the 13 
“hump.” Within two weeks of get- 
ting over the 13 “hump” I was copy- 
ing 22 groups per minute and sending 
20. Same with The Resister. I wanted 
to believe it was possible to espouse 
the underlying philosophies of free- 
dom and liberty, particularly in the 
Anglo-Saxon tradition, while de- 
nouncing “racism” and “tribalism.” It 
took years of detailed and dedicated 
research to get over that “hump” and 
realize that the Anglo-Saxon tradi- 
tion was grounded in an indisputable 
milieu or white supremacy.” Frankly, 
that realization did not come as a 
shock. Rather, it was a relief, because 
all the contradictions inherent in trac- 


This so-called patriot 
movement is 
populated by 
effeminate idiots. 
Mainstream 
“conservatives”... are, 
like women, more 
concerned that their 
ideas will be socially 
acceptable than 
truthful. 


ing the evolution of America’s de- 
struction evaporated and our Destroy- 
ers, along with their ideologies, then 
stood out in sharp 
contrast against the — — — — 
background of 
Americas origins. 

You may find all 
that, given your Lib- 
ertarian views, ob- 
jectionable. 

However, I do not, 
nor will not, apolo- 
gize for my conclu- 
sions resulting from 
objective research. 

Thank you for 
permission to pub- 
lish these exchanges. 

Frankly, they help 
both of us. They get 
you off the “extrem- 
ist” hook, and force ■■■ — ■■ — — — 
me to entrench po- 
sitions that would take several issues 
to develop editorially otherwise. 


II 

Subject: a parting 

S teve: I could not care less that I 
am the only person to object to 
the racist direction that you are 
taking in The Resister. My father used 
to say that if 50,000 people do a stu- 
pid thing, it is still a stupid thing. To 
take a racist approach to anti-com- 
munism is stupid, to say nothing of 
intellectually and morally wrong. You 
do not take my advise on this matter. 
You are not the first nor will you be 
the last client to disregard my advise. 

Despite your claim, associating 
with judges through my legal prac- 
tice is not the same as associating with 
nazis, not in the public mind, not as a 
practical matter. Some of our judges 
are tyrants, some are not. I have saved 
clients and certain principles from the 
maw of the system by my legal prac- 
tice. As long as it is possible to have 
such success, I will continue to do so, 
to abandon the profession, leaves this 
front to the enemy, not an action cal- 
culated to contribute to victory. One 
cannot say the same about associat- 
ing with nazis. 

Speaking to nazis is different from 
speaking to any other type of group. 


It is assumed that one’s message is of 
unique appeal to racists; even when 
the same speech is given to a femi- 
nist studies group. 
There is “guilt by as- 
sociation”. This may 
not be fair, or right, 
but it is a fact of life. 
It give the magazine a 
burden it does not need 
to carry. 

But I find you want 
to carry this burden, 
and have the supersti- 
tion that it is an ad- 
vantage. When I point 
this out, you accuse me 
of accepting the leftist 
lexicon. I cannot 
imagine how you 
come to this conclu- 
sion. I use words the 
™ — — "■■■! way they are com- 

monly used; my busi- 
ness is communication. When I 
disagree with you on the holocaust 
(however you choose to define it) you 
arrogantly assume that I have never 
researched the matter. I did a great 
deal of research on the nazi death 
camps. I hoped to use the data for a 
book on SERE in Soviet (et al) 
POW camps (one tyranny is much 
like another). There is rather more 
proof of the death camps than there 
is that the world is round. I have 
never met persons who can testify that 
they have seen the roundness of the 
earth. I have met persons who were 
in the death camps, but the war ended 
before the nazis got around to them. 

I find your assertion that there is 
something in Judaism which inspires 
communism not supportable. If it 
were based on religion, I would ex- 
pect devout Jews to be in the fore- 
front of the communist movement. As 
you have pointed out elsewhere, left- 
ist Jews are not religious. I know anti- 
Communist Jews. I know persons of 
various nationalities, races, and reli- 
gions who have adopted the values 
of the old dead white guys who 
founded this country. To take a col- 
lective racial approach to political 
views serves only to drive three quar- 
ters of the earth’s population to the 
dark side. They are encouraged, even 
rewarded, for doing so by federal, in- 
ternationalist, community, and other 
groups. I will not contribute to this 
pressure. I will take individuals as 
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individuals, while you take a collec- 
tive view of them. 

You describe early laws to disarm 
blacks as “self-defense”. This is a dis- 
ingenuous use of the term. If I had 
enslaved and otherwise abused 
people, I might anticipate retaliation 
and not want them to have guns . The 
earliest laws of the original thirteen 
colonies prohibited weapons owner- 
ship by Blacks, Indians, and Quak- 
ers. All three groups were persecuted 
in the seventeenth and early eigh- 
teenth centuries. To claim that the 
oppressor needs to defend himself 
against the oppressed stretches the 
concept of self defense to the point 
where it is likely to break. The post- 
Reconstruction laws aimed at disarm- 
ing freed slaves were unabashed efforts 
to prevent them from voting and be- 
ing a political block. Now these laws 
are applied to all of us. The history 
of“Freedom for all, except...” has been 
that the exceptions grow to swallow 
the rule. 

If the same effort used to abuse 
non-gringos were put into citizenship 
education, much mischief would be 
avoided. Many of these immigrants 
come from countries that boasted sci- 
ence and art at a time when Europe 
was a wilderness inhabited by per- 
sons who practiced human sacrifice. 
Immigrants react badly to being called 
barbarians. We will not bring them 
to our side by doing so, the direction 
you have taken the magazine will 
drive them to the collectivists. 

I am not interested in getting “off 
the extremist hook”. Even if the nazi 
ad was not a political liability, it is 
wrong. I will not be associated with 
it on moral grounds alone. The Re- 
sister I signed on to protect was “anti- 
tribalist”, what you call anti-racist. 
When others thought the magazine 
was anti-Semitic, I said they were 
wrong. Now you tell me that I was 
wrong, that you have moved to a rac- 
ist viewpoint. If I helped the maga- 
zine survive to this point, I am 
eternally sorry. 

Even if it were not stupid, intel- 
lectually and morally wrong to hate 
people on a group basis, I do not have 
time for it. I will not be associated 
with it. Remove my name from the 
masthead. Find another lawyer. 

Kevin L. Jamison 
Attorney at Law 


Response 

Subject: Closing argument 

K evin: Well, I cannot say I am 
surprised you have resigned. 
That is your right, and this 
letter is not an appeal for you to 
change your mind. 

Your father was absolutely correct 
when he said that if 50,000 people 
do a stupid thing, it is still a stupid 
thing. Not only is that precisely the 
basis of my historical research, it also 
certainly describes that mindless mob 
known popularly as “the people.” At 
the risk of boring you to tears, I quote 
at length a striking example of your 
fathers admonition from The Point, a 
newsletter published by Fr. Leonard 
Feeney, S.J., dated July, 1955, entitled, 
“Should Hate Be Outlawed?”: 

“Most Americans, hearing 
this question, would answer promptly, 
“Yes, by all means, 
hate should be out- 
lawed!” Their eager- 
ness to reply can be 
accounted for all too 
easily. During the last 
decade and a half, 
they have been 
pounded with a pro- 
paganda calculated to 
leave them in a state 
of dazed affability to- 
ward the entire 
world. Those adver- 
tising techniques that 
are normally used to 
encourage Americans to be choosy in 
matters of soap and toothpaste are 
now being enlisted to persuade them 
that there is no such thing as a supe- 
rior product in matters of culture and 
creed. On billboards, on bus and sub- 
way posters, in newspapers and maga- 
zines, through radio and television 
broadcasts, Americans are being as- 
sured and reassured, both subtly and 
boldly, that ‘Bigotry is fascism... Only 
Brotherhood can save our nation... 
We must be tolerant of all!’ 

The long-range effects of 
this campaign are even now evident. 
It is producing the ‘spineless citizen: 
the man who has no cultural sensi- 
bilities; who is incapable of indigna- 
tion; whose sole mental activity is 
merely an extension of what he reads 
in the newspaper or sees on the tele- 


vision screen; who faces moral disas- 
ter in his neighborhood, political di- 
saster in his country, and an 
impending world catastrophe with a 
blank and smiling countenance. He 
has understanding for the enemies of 
his country. He has only kind senti- 
ments for those who would destroy 
his home and family. He has an ear- 
nest sympathy for anyone who would 
destroy his faith. He is universally 
tolerant. He is totally unprejudiced. 
If he has any principles, he keeps them 
well concealed, lest in advocating 
them he should seem to indicate that 
contrary principles might be inferior. 
He is, to the extent of his abilities, 
exactly like the next citizen, who, he 
trusts, is trying to be exactly like him: 
a faceless, characterless puttyman.” 

So, in that regard, not only was 
your father right, he was very nearly 
a prophet. [The above statement 
about your father was not intended as 
an insult. I place 
blanket blame for 
America’s current 
state on the combined 
generations of both 
our grandparents and 
parents because, in an 
orgy of “democracy,” 
they voted for our de- 
struction. My parents 
are now on Social 
Security. I once asked 
my mother, “Well, 
now that you have 
your socialist extor- 
tion kickback, how 
secure do you think you are?” She still 
thinks SS is an “insurance policy.” 
Jesus. I note for the record that our 
socialist government has taken to 
heaping laurels and accolades on “the 
generation that won WWII.” In other 
words, those who were sent to war as 
a consequence of the duplicity of so- 
cialist, and Communist sympathizer, 
Franklin D. Roosevelt, to save Jew- 
ish international communism from its 
non-Jewish national socialist com- 
petitor. The Establishment media, 
predictably, execrates anybody of that 
generation — like Charles Lindbergh 
— who rightly wanted to remain neu- 
tral, nationalist, and not surrender 
another American generation to deci- 
mation in yet another European 
squabble to “save” a concept alien to 
our Founders, namely “democracy” 


“He is, to the extent of 
his abilities, exactly 
like the next citizen, 
who, he trusts, is 
trying to be exactly like 
him: a faceless, 
characterless 
puttyman.” 
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(the historical battle cry of Commu- 
nists), as “anti-Semitic.” A curious 
smear, or is it?] 

You state that taking a “racist ap- 
proach to anti-communism is stupid, 
to say nothing of intellectually and 
morally wrong.” Okay, now that I re- 
alize you uncritically accept the Com- 
munist advertising campaign invented 
“definition” of racist (whatever that 
“definition” is, because they don't de- 
fine it), let’s examine your objections. 
But first, let me point out that this is 
one of the reasons, as I’ve stated in 
the past, that I generally reject word 
definitions postdating 1930. “Words” 
like racist are little more than emo- 
tional knee-jerks intended as Leftist 
swear words to intimidate puttymen 
(“the people”) into silence. Because 
you refuse to define what you mean 
when you use the word “racist,” I’ll 
extend you the benefit of doubt and 
assume the definition you are using 
is that of “racialist,” because the OED 
definition of “racist” refers back to 
that. That definition is: “Belief in the 
superiority of a particular race lead- 
ing to prejudice and antagonism to- 
ward people of other races, esp. those 
in close proximity who may be felt as 
a threat to one’s cultural and racial 
integrity or economic well being^’ 
[OED, 2nd ed.]. I will accept that at 
its face value (even though I reject 
reference to “prejudice” because I have 
studied the issue and my opinions are 
not unconsidered), even though I sus- 
pect that is not how you intended to 
use “racist.” I think you meant, “The 
belief, not substantiated scientifically, 
that each human race is character- 
ized by distinctive attributes which 
determine behaviors and capabilities, 
and that a particular race is inher- 
ently superior; a social or political 
policy based on this notion.” [New 
Websters, 1985.] 

And the only reason I will accept 
the OED definition is because no 
combination of other races have 
matched the accomplishments of 
White race(s), so in that context the 
superiority of the White race(s) cul- 
turally is beyond debate; that the close 
proximity of non-White races has 
been, and continues to be, a threat to 
Anglo-Saxon culture, European ra- 
cial integrity, and free enterprise eco- 
nomic well being. Note for the record 
that the OED and NW definitions 
are polar opposites, because the cen- 
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sorship commissars responsible for 
the NW definition smuggled in the 
three word phrase, “not substantiated 
scientifically,” which is a blatant He 
grounded in the Marxist religion of 
biological egalitarianism that dis- 
misses out of hand over a century of 
scientific studies and writings that 
prove there “distinctive attributes 
which determine behaviors and ca- 
pabilities” between the various races. 
Note also the smuggling in of the 
word “notion” at the end of that defi- 
nition, suggesting that anybody who 
rejects biological egalitarianism is il- 
logical. 

Now, first you say a “racist ap- 
proach to anti-communism is stu- 
pid...” (if, by stupid, you mean 
“wanting in or slow in 
mental perception” 
you know that to be 
false, so I’ll assume 
you mean the vulgar 
“a bad decision”). Mv 
response is that ig- 
noring the “racist” 
approach to anti- 
communism” is igno- 
rant (lacking in 
knowledge) — and 
that denying it is 
willfully ignorant 
(self-censorship). 

Communism, as we 
understand it, was in- 
vented by members of 
a race , specifically, the 
Jewish race, and or- 
ganized, spread and 
promulgated prima- 
rily by other mem- 
bers of that race. The ideologues of 
communism did not “just happen to 
be” Jewish. The evidence is too well 
documented and too overwhelming 
in the contrary to discount, although 
the spokesmen for that race’s front 
organizations would prefer (nay, they 
demand!) that said evidence be sim- 
ply ignored. Also demanded to be ig- 
nored is the fact that the Negro race’s 
so-called “civil rights” movement in 
America was agitated, propagandized, 
organized, and led (initially) by Com- 
munists of the Jewish race because, 
lacking the pretense of“class conflict” 
in America, American Jewish Bol- 
sheviks manipulated American Ne- 
groes as “race conflict” surrogates. 
Given that the organizers, ideologues, 
and agitprop specialists of the “civil 


rights” movement were members of 
the Communist Party USA, or under 
its influence through any of its myriad 
front organizations, and that the his- 
torical evidence of that connection 
cannot be factually denied, it is stu- 
pid (as well as being a bad decision) 
to denounce the “racist approach to 
anti-communism” as somehow evil 
because one does not want to be called 
a Bad Name by either culpable mem- 
bers of the race that was responsible 
for communism in the first place, or 
members of that race who accepted 
communism (“social justice”) as a so- 
lution to their “problem” in America. 
Neither is that approach intellectu- 
ally wrong because, without excep- 
tion, when one does the research that 
unravels communism 
in America, no mat- 
ter how hard one 
tries to avoid it, those 
same patterns keep 
turning up. Nor is it 
morally wrong, be- 
cause the above men- 
tioned patterns are 
the truth of the mat- 
ter — unless an en- 
tire generation of 
historians conspired 
to lie about 
communism’s origins, 
and another genera- 
tion of historians con- 
spired to lie about the 
Communist manage- 
ment of the “civil 
rights” movement. 

We do know, 
however, that mul- 
tiple interlocking organizations were 
brought into being to obfuscate not 
only communisms origins, but also to 
conceal its aims and objectives while 
simultaneously paralyzing any objec- 
tive discussion of the matter by refer- 
ring to serious discussion about it as 
“anti-Semitism” and “hate” in the case 
of Jews, and “racist” in the case of 
Negro “civil rights” activists. I can- 
not take your advice to ignore the “rac- 
ist approach” to anti-communism 
because your advice is historically 
(i.e., intellectually) dishonest. Your 
advice, therefore, is also immoral. 

To associate is to join for common 
purpose, to unite, to ally, to confeder- 
ate. I have done nothing of the sort 
with any organization (other than, as 
I’ve mentioned, those drooling idiots 


Communism, as we 
understand it, was 
invented by members 
of a race , specifically, 
the Jewish race, and 
organized, spread and 
promulgated primarily 
by other members of 
that race. The 
ideologues of 
communism did not 
“just happen to be” 
Jewish. 
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who run the NRA and who misap- 
propriated my life membership fee). 
If my expounding on the results of 
my research has appeal to members 
of any given groups or organizations 
that you disapprove of, or repels mem- 
bers of other groups or organizations 
who you may or may not disapprove 
of, said appeal or repulsion is beyond 
my control. I simply expound on the 
results of my research. Perhaps you 
would care to provide a list of orga- 
nizations you approve of that I am 
permitted to address. I’m sure the Lib- 
ertarian Party would be overjoyed to 
hear how the military is being ripped 
apart from within by females, racial 
integration, and egalitarianism. Why 
is it assumed, and who makes the as- 
sumption, that is forbidden to even 
breath “guilt by association' when 
“liberals" move freely among Com- 
munist front organizations, but that 
anti-Communists who address orga- 
nizations “liberals" dislike are tainted 
by “guilt by association?" If it is to be 
assumed that every time I speak to a 
group of people that what I have to 
say is going to have “unique appeal" 
to some segment of that audience, of 
whom you disapprove, in whole or 
in part, then I may as well just shut 
down my whole operation, say noth- 
ing, read nothing, research nothing, 
write nothing, do nothing, and be- 
come a puttyman; in other words, 
become one of “the people.” I would 
also point out that, as The Resister’s 
editorial stance on what is referred to 
as the “culture war” became more fo- 
cused over the years, there was not 
one word of dissent from you during 
that entire time — until I accepted 
an ad for National Vanguard’s book 
catalog. The Resister’s anti-socialist 
(e.g., anti-Nazi, anti-Communist) 
editorial position has not changed, 
even if its anti-egalitarianism stance 
may have “unique appeal" to those 
whom you dislike. The “burden” of 
“guilt by association” is not mine to 
disprove, it is the Left’s burden to 
prove. I find it somewhat disconcert- 
ing that as a Libertarian attorney you 
have sided yourself with the Left’s 
“guilty until proven innocent" camp 
without question or hesitation. 

You state, “I use words the way they 
are commonly used [emphasis 
added]. That statement precisely il- 
lustrates my point that you uncritically 
accept the Leftist lexicon, and its 
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“definitions,” at face value. Only thus 
are you able to stand before a court of 
“law” and argue that criminal border 
crossers, or visa jumpers (if they even 
have a visa), are (as “immigration” 
activists now phrase them) u undocu- 
mented ‘immigrants.’” Commonality of 
corrupt word usage does not invali- 
date correct word usage. If 50,000 
puttymen accept a lie, that does not 
make it a truth. 

Who Demands We Ignore 
This? 

M y assumption that you had 
not thoroughly researched 
the so-called holocaust was 
not arrogance (which means haughty 
self-importance), rather an assump- 
tion that you didn’t have the time to 
thoroughly dig into 
the matter due to 
your work schedule 
— as I clearly stated. 

Camps existed, that 
cannot be denied. 

Jews died in them. So 
did others. But to call 
them “death camps” 
simply because Jews 
died in them is a bit 
disingenuous. The 
precise reasons why 
forced labor would be 
systematically 
slaughtered eludes 
me (it seems to me 
that would defeat the 
entire purpose of hav- 
ing forcea labor in the 
first place), but if I had been put in 
command of that task I could have 
probably dealt with it inside a month 
instead of the three years it allegedly 
took the Germans. Frankly, the whole 
subject of more Jews dying than ever 
existed in Nazi occupied Europe at 
the time, not to mention the seem- 
ingly endless number of their “survi- 
vors” now extorting every country in 
Europe for “reparations,” bores me to 
tears. Honestly, I’m rather more in- 
terested in the scores of millions of 
Christians who died at the hands of 
Jewish Bolsheviks. But, the Torah’s 
prescription of an “eye for an eye” for 
that historical inconvenience is for- 
bidden — by Jews. Never mind that 
a Jew can commit murder today, then 
flee to Israel and therefore be immune 


to extradition tomorrow. And ignore 
that Israel refuses the extradition of 
Jewish Communists who fled to Is- 
rael after being indicted for mass 
murder in Poland because the “stat- 
ute of limitations” has expired. Only 
Jewish Communists benefit from a 
statute of limitations for mass mur- 
der. We now have a U.S. federal 
agency, headed by a Jew, that ensures 
doddering Wehrmacht veterans live 
under the constant threat of swing- 
ing under a Jewish rope at the whim 
of the Simon Wiesenthal Center for 
tolerance. 

Although I am certainly no theo- 
logian, aside from the Book of Isaiah, 
which reduces Gentiles to slaves for 
the Jews, and numerous passages and 
commentaries in the Talmud, which 
clearly reduce Christians and non- 
Jews to exploitable cattle (indeed, de- 
fines us as not even 
human), devout Jews 
have been, and still 
are, at the forefront of 
the Communist 
movement (even 
though today it is 
called “social jus- 
tice”). Rabbi Stephen 
Wise springs imme- 
diately to mind. I 
have no doubts that 
members of the vari- 
ous Jewish organiza- 
tions such as the 
American Jewish 
Congress, B’nai 
B’rith, ADL, and 
others, are devout 
Jews. Nevertheless, 
said devoutness returns us to the is- 
sue of race — and now religion — 
and communism’s origins: “There is 
much in the fact of Bolshevism itself, 
in the fact that so manyjews are Bol- 
shevists, in the fact that the ideals of 
Bolshevism at many points are con- 
sonant with the finest ideals of Juda- 
ism.” [From editorial in The Jewish 
Chronicle , 4 April 1919.] And what 
“ideals of Judaism” might those be? 
“The Bolshevist Revolution was 
largely the outcome of Jewish ideal- 
ism. What it so powerfully contrib- 
uted to accomplish in Russia, the same 
historic Jewish qualities of Jewish 
mind and heart are tending to pro- 
duce in other countries.” [From edi- 
torial in The American Hebrew , 10 
September 1920.] And why is such 


Honestly, I’m rather 
more interested in the 
scans of millions of 
Christians who died at 
the hands of Jewish 
Bolsheviks. But, the 
Torah’s prescription of 
an “eye for an eye” for 
that historical 
inconvenience is 
forbidden — by Jews. 
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“Jewish idealism” exalted? “We can 
boast of being the Creators of the 
REFORMATION! Calvin was one 
of our children; he was of Jewish 
descent, and was entrusted byjewish 
authority and encouraged with Jew- 
ish finance to draft his scheme in the 
Reformation.... We are grateful to 
Protestants for their loyalty to our 
wishes... for the wonderful help they 
are giving us in our fight against the 
stronghold of Christian Civilization.... 
But the Catholic Church is still 
alive... let us therefore encourage in 
a still more violent way the hatred... 
against the Catholic Church... so that 
[Gentiles] become deaf to the appeal 
of the Church and blind to her warn- 
ings against us... that as long as there 
still remain active enemies of the 
Catholic Church, we may hope to 
become Masters of the World.” 
[Original emphasis: From a speech 
at the B’nai B’rith Convention, Paris, 
1936, quoted in the London Catholic 
Digest , and the Parisian Le Reveil du 
Peuple.] For, “It was disciples of Jew- 
ish teachers who headed the Protes- 
tant movements.” [N.H. Bialik, in an 
address delivered at the Hebrew Uni- 
versity, Jerusalem, May 11, 1933, 
quoted in Lines of Communication , 
Palestine, July, 1933.] 

I know Jews who are anti-Com- 
munists (admittedly, not many, but 
when I meet an anti-Communist my 
first question is not “are you Jewish?”). 
I also know Negroes who are anti- 
egalitarians (admittedly, not many). 
[At a “crash” SFU meeting we once 
presented a anti-egalitarian Negro 
soldier with an “Honorary White 
Guy” plaque, a tribute to his repeat- 
edly demonstrated refusal to accept 
any laurel he did not earn by his in- 
dividual merit; he was insulted , and I 
learned yet another hard won lesson 
about racial identity.] And, as I have 
repeatedly remarked ad nauseam , at the 
interpersonal level I also treat and 
truck with individuals as individuals. 
In public I am courteous and polite 
to any and all, as any civilized man is 
(until I am treated discourteously or 
impolitely, then the NCO in me takes 
over). I too know persons “of various 
nationalities, races, and religions who 
have adopted ...” American ways. [Em- 
phasis added.] But the keyword you 
used — and the point I have been try- 
ing to get across to you (imperfectly 
it seems) regarding the flood of Sec- 
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ond and Third world “immigrants” 
America is drowning in — is 
adopted; not adapted or assimilated . For 
to chose a way of life for ones own 
purpose (adopt) is quite distinct from 
fundamentally altering ones way of 
life to a new use (adapt), or to be 
made like (assimilate). 

You state that taking a “collective 
racial approach to political views 
drives three quarters of the earth’s 
population to the dark side,” and that 
approach only encourages them, and 
government, toward collectivism. 
Frankly, I am floored by that state- 
ment because it is an 
utter inversion of re- — — — — 
ality. Perhaps you 
haven’t noticed, or 
willfully ignore the 
obvious fact, that it is 
precisely the collec- 
tive cultural and po- 
litical “pressure” of 
the various racial 
tribes of non-Whites 
in America that has 
not only balkanized 
our politics, but who 
have driven America 
headlong into the socialist cesspool. 
Race has everything to do with what 
happened, and is still happening, to 
America. 

A race (Jews) inflicted socialism, 
atheism, cultural degeneracy, and in- 
ternationalism on us, and that race 
continues to lead the communistic 
“movement” for “social justice”. Jews 
are also responsible for the eviscera- 
tion of strict immigration quotas 
against non-Whites because they , as 
their own literature states, as a dis- 
tinct ethnic tribe, cannot exist in a 
White, mono-cultural society. We 
catch on too quickly. They, as their 
own literature states, therefore work 
to destroy any host culture they in- 
vade, and rebuild it for their own 
ends: “We try to adapt your institu- 
tions to our needs... and trying to re- 
built them for our ends, we unbuild 
them for yours.” [Jewish author 
Maurice Samuel, You Gentiles, p. 
124.] The demand for 
“multiculturalism” and “diversity” and 
“tolerance” for all except the host (in 
our case, Anglo-Saxon) culture is 
uniquely the political invention of a 
single race — Jews. And if you want 
to read what Jews have written about 
it (assuming you are still remotely 


America was a nation 
conceived of and 
created by a race 
(Anglo-Saxons) for 
their own race . as 
explicitly stated in 
their own writings. 


interested in how America is being 
destroyed from within and don’t trust 
my analyses) read The Culture of Cri- 
tique by Kevin MacDonald. 

A race (Negroes) barbarize every 
facet of every civilization they come 
in contact with that they are happy 
to adopt (given that they have noth- 
ing even remotely resembling a civi- 
lization of their own) but 
demonstrably cannot adapt to or as- 
similate in. They have thoroughly 
debased, tribalized and made totali- 
tarian our politics (albeit, abetted by 
white socialists; and also the passiv- 
ity of “the people” 

■ — 1 — — who “mean well,’ af- 

ter being bloated by 
a steady diet of egali- 
tarian dung spoon- 
fed to them by the 
Talmud visio n) . 
Mexicans, Arabs, In- 
dians, Asians and the 
rest are just opportu- 
nistic tribal political 
carrion eaters picking 
at the “multicultural ’ 
carcass of our nation, 
which those races 
also could not have created, as dem- 
onstrated vividly by their own histo- 
ries, but are pleased to adopt and loot. 
America was a nation conceived of 
and created by a race (Anglo- Saxons) 
for their own race, as explicitly stated 
in their own writings. Once a free 
nation, it is now collectivized and 
turned into an intellectual gulag by 
Jews, and barbarized by their 
“multiethnic” scuts. 

Taken as a whole, “...three quar- 
ters of the earth’s population...” are 
on the “dark side”, as what they have 
done to their own nations, and are 
now doing to ours, starkly demon- 
strates. It is one thing to single out 
and admire the accomplishments of 
individuals from any race or group, 
and to deal with individuals from any 
race or group as individuals. That is 
civilized behavior. It is another thing 
entirely to ignore the political histo- 
ries and cultures of those races or 
groups, as a whole, from which those 
individuals come, and to be blithely 
unwary of, and blind to the conse- 
quences of, on the whole, close prox- 
imity or indiscriminate mixing of one’s 
own race and culture with other races 
and cultures. Ignorance of such con- 
sequences is racial and cultural com- 
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promise; in other words, national sui- 
cide. For just as the compromise be- 
tween food and poison is death, and 
in a compromise between a lie and 
the truth the lie wins, so does a com- 
promise between a superior culture 
and an inferior culture debase and 
degrade the superior culture, and race 
mixing breed-down the superior race. 
America was not founded as a “na- 
tion of immigrants’' or a “mixing 
bowl” of different races and cultures 
— but it is surely collapsing into 
“muticultural” anarchy as a result of 
accepting that lie. 

Enemies or Handmaidens? 

I know in this age of relativist de- 
generacy it is forbidden by our 
self-anointed thought commissars 
to posit absolutes of any type, let alone 
the superiority of one race and cul- 
ture over others. However, your dec- 
laration that “...three quarters of the 
earths population... are encouraged, 
even rewarded...” for being driven to 
the “dark side” by “federal, interna- 
tionalist (a neat way of getting around 
mentioning Jews by race), commu- 
nity, and other groups” when Whites 
begin to coalesce and assert them- 
selves as a race in defense of their 
culture and civilization from foreign 
invasion and alien influences, betrays 
the weakness in your argument 
against what is called by Objectivists 
and Libertarians “tribalism.” Note that 
tribalism carries the same connota- 
tion of smear that the Communist 
invented word “racism” carries. In fact, 
note that Objectivists (and Libertar- 
ians) and Communists not only use 
the same swear words to denounce 
the same perceived thing, although 
they intend them as polar opposites, 
yet they have the same outcome of 
meaning when applied. For example: 
When an Objectivist calls somebody 
a racist he is denouncing somebody 
who, according to the Objectivist 
definition, judges somebody else 
solely on the basis if their genes and 
acts accordingly. When a Commu- 
nist calls somebody a racist he is de- 
nouncing somebody who, according 
to the Communist definition, recog- 
nizes that differences in genes do exist 
(something Communists demand be 
ignored) and bases his judgments of 
others and actions accordingly. While 


the Objectivist will claim said judg- 
ment is irrational because one cannot 
pick one’s own genes, and the Com- 
munist will claim that said judgment 
is irrational because 
differences are de- 
manded to be ig- 
nored, both are based 
on the same egalitar- 
ian notion: Race 
doesn’t matter — an 
untruth that blatantly 
denies the objective 
reality of racial dif- 
ferences. We would 
like to admire the 
Objectivist position, 
but for one glaring 
weakness; it plays 
straight into the 
Communist hand. In 
fact, the Objectivist 
position could have 
been scripted by Communists to jus- 
tify egalitarianism. 

And having agreed upon the egali- 
tarian premise that race does not mat- 
ter, both Objectivists and Communists 
denounce tribalism; the former on 
individualist grounds, the latter on 
collectivist grounds. The literal defi- 
nition of tribe (in the context being 
discussed) is, “A particular race of 
recognized ancestry.” The literal defi- 
nition of tribalism is, “Loyalty to a 
particular tribe or group of which one 
is a member.” [OED, 2nd ed.] So, 
what is being discussed here? Loy- 
alty to a particular race or recognized 
ancestry of which one is a member. 
Note that when one denounces trib- 
alism as an evil, one is claiming noth- 
ing less than that the concept of loyalty 
itself is an evil. To be loyal is to be 
true (in the sense of faithful) to obli- 
gations of duty, to be bound by alle- 
giance. Therefore, to denounce 
tribalism is to denounce faithfulness, 
in this context, the exact correspon- 
dence to an original or to fact. The 
fact (i.e., the truth) that is demanded 
to be denied in the case of “racism” is 
that the various races are different , 
physically, psychologically, and epis- 
temologically; consequently there are 
superior and inferior races. The fact 
that is demanded to be denied in the 
case of “tribalism” is that group loy- 
alty ensures the survival of ones race 
and culture in competition with other 
races and cultures; and consequently 
that there are superior and inferior 


groups. Objectivists denounce tribal- 
ism on the grounds that groups are 
aggregates of individuals who have 
no inherent duty to ensure their 
group’s survival (al- 
truism); in other 
words, loyalty (group 
allegiance) extends 
only so far as it ben- 
efits the individual. 
Communists de- 
nounce tribalism on 
the grounds that an 
individual’s inherent 
duty to ensure his 
own group’s survival 
undermines state 
compelled collective 
subordination (altru- 
ism) of the individual 
to the “needs of oth- 
ers” (i.e., “social jus- 
tice”). While 
Objectivists denounce tribalism on the 
basis that group oriented altruism is 
a self-sacrificing evil, Communists 
denounce tribalism on the basis that 
group oriented altruism is narrowly 
misapplied, does not have a broad 
enough scope, and is therefore a “rac- 
ist” evil. We would like to admire the 
Objectivist position on tribalism, ex- 
cept for one thing; again, it plays 
straight into the Communist hand to 
justify the subversion of group loyal- 
ties, beginning with the family, and 
extending through the race. Once 
again, communism pulls a trump card 
from its anti-racialist, anti-tribalist 
Objectivism/Libertarianism bridge 
dummy. 

You state that you “will not con- 
tribute to this pressure” [that White 
defense of their race, culture and 
Western civilization (what little re- 
mains of it)] that “drives” the tribes 
who are unabashedly attacking 
Whites to the “dark side” with the 
encouragement of “federal, interna- 
tionalist, community, and other 
groups”. I find that a rather odd state- 
ment, given your insistence that you 
will “take individuals as individuals” 
without the slightest notice of group 
tendencies or our socialist 
government’s continuous official sanc- 
tion of alien tribal “pressure” that re- 
sults when Whites feebly attempt to 
defend the historically obvious superi- 
ority of their race and culture from 
the collective assaults upon them by 
the inferior races and cultures, whom 


America was not 
founded as a “nation of 
immigrants” or a 
“mixing bowl” of 
different races and 
cultures — but it is 
surely collapsing into 
“muticultural” anarchy 
as a result of accepting 
that he. 
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our socialist government imports in- 
discriminately and to whom it then 
panders to for votes. Your very insis- 
tence that you “will not contribute to 
this pressure” contributes to — nay, 
encourages — that very “federal, in- 
ternationalist, community, and other 
groups” collectivist pressure because 
there is no collective White resistance 
to it. Once again (I’m getting sick of 
repeating this), I also treat with indi- 
viduals as individuals, because I am a 
civilized man: But I will not ignore 
or tolerate other tribes’, or this crimi- 
nal gang that refers to itself as a 
government’s, willfully destructive 
assaults on my tribe, because I am a 
civilized man. 

On Reconstruction 

O bjectivist and Libertarian 
ideological myopia regard- 
ing history in general, and 
the histories of races (peoples if you 
prefer) and cultures in particular, is 
disturbingly similar to the Commu- 
nist proposition that there are no bio- 
logical (genetic) differences between 
the races, that the measurable differ- 
ences in intelligence and therefore the 
success or failure between individu- 
als of the various races, or that the 
observable differences in the accom- 
plishments or unsuccessfulness of ra- 
cial groups, are due entirely to 
“environment.” This fantasy is ex- 
tended to history, with the notion that 
“haves” are cruel exploiters of “have 
nots” due to a “somehow” unfair ad- 
vantage gained by the “haves.” Con- 
veniently ignored are the facts that 
individual haves” have because they 
are individually more intelligent than 
“have nots,” and tribes of “haves” 
dominate because collectively their 
members are more inventive, creative 
and aggressive than those of “have not” 
tribes/The academic question of fair- 
ness in those relationships, in our case 
when discussing slavery in the South 
prior to the War of Northern Aggres- 
sion, is (morality aside) quaint but 
quite irrelevant. However, Southern 
resistance to Reconstruction, and the 
resulting segregationist policies that 
logically followed the withdrawal of 
the federal bayonets that had enforced 
it, can be criticized only as an article 
of egalitarian faith, not objective 
truth. 


When I stated that the “Jim Crow” 
laws which restored law, order and 
sanity in the South and essentially 
disarmed Negroes were acts of self 
defense I was not be- 
ing glib. Nor was that 
statement disingenu- 
ous (assuming you 
meant morally 
fraudulent). It was a 
statement of fact. 

Southern histories of 
Reconstruction uni- 
versally refer to “the 
horrors of Negro 
government,” the ex- 
propriation and re- 
distribution of private 
property, and the tyr- 
anny of martial law 
administered by aco- 
lytes of the “New 
England Religion.” 

(i.e. Abolition: Never 
mind that the South- 
ern histories were 
written by those who lived under Re- 
construction and “the horrors of Ne- 
gro government,” not the New 
England religious who piously im- 
posed it from a comfortable distance). 
The earliest laws of the thirteen colo- 
nies prohibited weapons ownership 
To Negroes because they were, even 
in the North at that time, still slaves. 
One does not arm one’s slaves (I can- 
not recall any laws prohibiting the 
bearing of arms by property owning 
freedmen). Indians were prohibited 
weapons simply because (aside from 
not being citizens) they were savages 
who had the unpleasant tendency to 
slaughter Whites when they thought 
they could get away with it (which is 
why those who engaged in gun run- 
ning to Indians were lynched when 
caught). Quakers have always been 
subversives, quick to embrace any 
“cause” designed to inflict the un- 
speakable evils of egalitarian “good” 
upon the innocent. I too would look 
with deep suspicion upon committed 
pacifists who decided they wanted 
guns after all (since they won’t use 
them themselves, who, exactly, are 
they giving them to?). Frankly, I can- 
not fathom why you would try to use 
those examples as a demonstration of 
alleged injustice during the time frame 
being discussed. Negroes were not 
persecuted, they were property. Indi- 
ans were not persecuted, they were 


prosecuted for their savagery. Quakers 
were not persecuted, they were dis- 
trusted (as their history has repeat- 
edly demonstrated they should be). 

The Revolution 
was fought to secure 
the rights and liber- 
ties of free English- 
men (Anglo-Saxons), 
not Africans or Indi- 
ans. The concept, to 
which you apparently 
subscribe, that the 
formation of the Re- 
public was founded 
upon the backs of 
“oppressed” minori- 
ties by the “oppres- 
sor” Anglo-Saxons 
(and its corollary, the 
repression of the 
democratic “will of 
‘the people’” by vested 
property interests) 
comes straight out of 
the Marxist “critique” 
of American history. [In fact, as I write 
this, I am looking at a title on the 
“active” bookshelf, Reconstruction:The 
Battle for Democracy by James S. Allen, 
a Communist, published in 1937 by 
the Communist Party USA, who 
makes precisely the same argument 
you use (quoting you, “To claim that 
the oppressor needs to defend him- 
self against the oppressed stretches 
the concept of self-defense beyond the 
point where it is likely to break”): 
“Almost 200,000 Negroes... under 
arms... imparted a revolutionary 
frenzy... encouraging the Negroes to 
engage in pillage... to proclaim free- 
dom and seize firearms and aban- 
doned property... with guns on their 
shoulders — foreboding, menacing... 
freedmen occupied houses, tore down 
churches and used the lumber to build 
cabins... the revolution in its first stage 
of ecstasy... the sun rose upon eman- 
cipation...” (pp. 31-32). The “sun,” in 
this case, being Africans behaving like 
armed Africans. This “first stage of 
ecstasy,” laments the Communist 
Allen, was “...hampered [by Whites, 
i.e., Anglo-Saxons] throughout by a 
religious, even fanatic, devotion to 
constitutional practice and displayed 
that peculiar devotion... to the letter, if 
not the spirit of the law.” (!) (Em- 
phasis added, pp. 35-36.) Of course, 
devotion to the Constitution and law 
by Anglo-Saxons was considered by 


Negroes were not 
persecuted, they were 
property. Indians were 
not persecuted, they 
were prosecuted for 
their savagery. 
Quakers were not 
persecuted, they were 
distrusted (as their 
history has repeatedly 
demonstrated they 
should be). 
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our Communist author to be a posi- 
tive menace to Reconstruction be- 
cause it “hampered” the inherent 
“revolutionary” rapine of armed, un- 
supervised Negroes; as demonstrated 
today daily throughout America, 
post-colonial Africa, and most cur- 
rently in South Africa. (I’ll bet my 
next retirement check that your “crib” 
is not in a Negro “‘hood.”) I found a 
neat quote in Reconstruction.'The Battle 
for Democracy, that sums up the Ne- 
gro ideal of democracy appropriately: 
“De bottom rail’s on de top, an’ we’s 
gwine to keep it dar.” (Title page.) 
That is perfectly consistent with what 
Haitian Lavalas leaders told me dur- 
ing my interviews with them — just 
before I planned ways to smash them 
in my ODA’s district. Sadly, I was re- 
strained from solving my ODA’s im- 
mediate problems by shooting them 
on the spot.] 

When you state, “The post Recon- 
struction laws aimed at disarming 
freed slaves were unabashed efforts to 
prevent them from voting and being 
a political bloc,” you are stating an 
objective truth consistent with the 
anti- democracy, anti- egalitarian writ- 
ings of the Framers — who you claim 
to support — then denouncing those 
laws as a non-egalitarian, undemo- 
cratic evil in the very same terms used 
by America’s collectivist Destroyers 
— who you claim to oppose. Let’s 
look at the Communist led egalitar- 
ian “progress” America has made as a 
result of those “freed slaves” attaining 
the vote and becoming a “political 
bloc” in a nation they could not have 
created, but are pleased, as a tribal 
“political bloc,” to politically vandal- 
ize. [But before we do, I would be 
remiss if I failed to point out two facts. 
First, it appears you accept it to be 
perfectly normal that Negroes (and I 
can only assume also the other South- 
ern hemisphere tribes who have in- 
vaded us since 1965) should have a 
“political bloc” tribal identity, some- 
thing you imply is “racist” when ex- 
ercised by the “oppressor” Whites. 
Second, although you correctly rec- 
ognize that post-Reconstruetion laws 
“aimed at disarming freed slaves” are 
now being “applied to all of us,” yet 
you fail to recognize that there is a 
world of difference between a major- 
ity race society (Whites) who have a 
demonstrated “peculiar devotion... to 
the letter, if not the spirit of the law” 
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restricting weapon ownership among 
a minority race (Negroes) because of 
their historically demonstrated (and, 
in the South, closely experienced) ten- 
dency to puerile and violent behav- 
ior, and disarming that majority race 
whose reactionary “religious, even 
fanatic, devotion to constitutional 
practice” (to quote ________ 

our Communist 
Reconstructionist 
from the paragraph 
above) stands in the 
way of “social justice” 
and revolutionary 


...we have made quite a 
bit of progress toward 
communism through 


bane of Communists) now in the 
sewer, the rest was easy. Brown v. 
Board of Education gutted separate but 
equal in 1955, leading to the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964 that obliterated 
freedom of association and sunk 
property rights in the egalitarian cess- 
pool. The 1965 Voters Rights Act 
__________ created “one man, 

one vote” tribal 
homelands called 
“voting districts” 
which once again 
visited the “horrors 


uuu r of Negro govern- 

“progress” for mi- the eversion ot property ment,” federal con- 
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norities. It 
simple fact that if 
Negroes and Mexi- 
cans in America 
were disarmed, our 
rate of “gun crimes” 
would be the lowest 
in the industrialized 
West. I asked you, two letters ago, a 
question you refused to answer (para- 
phrasing): “Why do Jews spearhead 
legislation designed to disarm White 
male Christians?” Answer that ques - 
tion and you have the answer to the 
reason why post Reconstruction laws 
“aimed at disarming freed slaves” are 
now “applied to all of us” at the insis- 
tence of “leaders” of a “political bloc” 
race that introduced communism into 
America. Or is that question too “po- 
litically incorrect” to contemplate?] 

Snivel Rights 

S o, now we have tribal “political 
bloc” voting thanks to the so- 
called “civil rights movement” 
(or the “second Reconstruction” — 
that’s what the Communists called it). 
Beginning with a quote from Mary 
Francis Berry, chairman of the fed- 
eral Commission on Civil Rights, 
who wrote that communism is the 
only hope for “social justice” for 
American Negroes, “Civil rights are 
not meant for white men and do not 
apply to them,” gets us off to a good 
start. The supreme court, in an in- 
sensate fit or egalitarianism, gutted 
the true meaning of civil rights in 
1947 when they ruled that private 
property owners could not discrimi- 
nate in the disposal of their private 
property. It was a willful act of de- 
struction. Property rights (always the 


based (i.e. true ) civil 
rights into anti- 
property egalitarian 
Snivel Rights. 


trol of elections and 
the final evils of de- 
mocracy on us. Let’s 
not forget the Immi- 
gration Reform Act 
of 1965 that opened 
the floodgate for 
Third worlders (and 
for practical purposes slammed it shut 
on Europeans) which created new 
“political bloc” tribes for the two 
wings of our elected criminal gang to 
scrabble after and compete in pander- 
ing to. The always popular “Great 
Society,” which firmly entrenched the 
unspeakable evil of welfare socialism, 
is favorite. I could go on. The list is 
seemingly endless. What “progress” 
has been made by “political bloc” mi- 
norities? Crime has reached near an- 
archy proportions (but you’re 
forbidden to mention that Negroes 
and Mexicans commit, proportionally, 
the majority of it), our schools are 
“tolerance” brainwashing camps, quo- 
tas for Negroes (and now Mexicans) 
have eviscerated scholastic standards, 
the professions are packed with af- 
firmative action incompetents, homo- 
sexuals now dictate “morality,” females 
are completely out of control, and now 
even children have “rights,” a con- 
cept so alien that it defies descrip- 
tion. Under “political bloc” democracy, 
an idea roundly denounced by the 
Constitution’s Framers, we have made 
quite a bit of progress toward com- 
munism through the eversion of 
property based (i.e. true) civil rights 
into anti-property egalitarian Snivel 
Rights. 

So, you are correct. The exceptions 
of the “history of ‘Freedom for all, 
except...” have swallowed the rule, as 
our Communist federal Commis- 
sioner of Civil Rights, Mary Francis 
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Berry, clearly expressed Just one flaw 
in your statement though; it assumes 
everybody is inherently capable of 
responsibly exercising their liberties 
in a free society and have an interest 
in doing so. That would assume that 
environment (in this case “Freedom 
for all”) plays the defining role in 
shaping human nature. Which was 
precisely the argument of T.D. 
Lysenko, the Marxist geneticist, 
protege of Stalin and darling of 
American egalitarian academe, who 
taught that all men are essentially 
similar and differ in their achieve- 
ments according to their social and 
environmental conditions (in other 
words, biological egalitarianism). 
That is also the notion of environ- 
mental behaviorism, the view that 
human behavior is completely mal- 
leable given enough “social engineer- 
ing,” as espoused by John Dewey. 
Those biological egalitarian ideas 
ignore (no, more evil, deny) an ob- 
jective reality: That individuals within 
any given race differ genetically and 
in intelligence; and insofar as races 
are the aggregate of individuals of 
that race, and given that there are 
measurable genetic differences be- 
tween the races, therefore also mea- 
surable differences in average 
intelligence (which determines be- 
havior; between the races, it stands 
to reason that demonstrated uncivi- 
lized group behavior would lead to 
the abridgment of certain rights for 
that group (in this case weapons own- 
ership — voting is not a right). I can- 
not find a single example of any 
Anglo-Saxon run government, in ei- 
ther America or colonial Africa, 
where the lot of the Negro was not 
immeasurably improved as a result of 
White political and cultural domi- 
nance, even though Negroes were, for 
practical purposes, disarmed and had 
little or no political voice. I cannot 
find a single example of any such so- 
ciety, including America, where the 
“empowerment” (to use the 
Communists latest bromide) of Ne- 
groes did not result in the eviscera- 
tion of liberty and the collapse of 
civilization into barbarism. Unfortu- 
nately, sometimes “Freedom for all, 
except...” is a necessity, if freedom is 
to survive at all. America was not 
founded on the basis of biological 
egalitarianism, and the post Recon- 
struction reactionary South rejected 


it. For good reason — it is a demon- 
strable lie. 

I am somewhat taken aback by your 
suggestion that citizenship education 
for “non-gringos” would avoid “much 
mischief.” (I assume 
your use of “gringo” 
is tongue-in-cheek, 
as it is a contemptu- 
ous term usea by 
Mexicans to describe 
Anglo-Saxons, al- 
though Anglo-Sax- 
ons being held in 
contempt by Mexi- 
cans is somewhat 
akin to having mon- 
keys spit at you. You 
have noted that when 
you fill out a govern- 
ment form, in the 
“race” section you 
check the “other” 
block and write in 
“gringo.” That is very 
much akin to a Ne- 
gro checking the 
other” block and writing in “nigger.” 
Im sure the wetbacks processing your 
forms think you are hilarious.) Who 
is going to give this alleged citizen- 
ship education? The administration 
whosepolicy it is to flood America 
•with Third world barbarians, and 
who ignore, and then give amnesty 
to, migrating criminal border cross- 
ers so their “political bloc” can be 
pandered to? How, exactly, would 
such education “undercut the collec- 
tivist efforts” to balkanize America? 
Let’s see, flying columns of volunteer 
citizenship educators should be or- 
ganized to range across America to 
“educate” Haitians and Africans and 
Mexicans and Arabs and Indians 
about how to behave like Anglo-Sax- 
ons. Despite the fact that after centu- 
ries of colonization, enjoying the fruits 
of Anglo-Saxon civilization, the 
above named peoples, when “liber- 
ated,” immediately reverted to type. 
South Africa is the most recent ex- 
ample. So we now expand the Marx- 
ist religion of biological 
egalitarianism into a universal faith 
in ethnic equalitarianism. Brilliant 
idea. 

As to your statement that, “these 
immigrants” arrive from countries that 
“boasted science and art at a time 
when Europe was a wilderness in- 
habited by persons who practiced 


human sacrifice,” perhaps if you spend 
as much time studying anthropology 
as you do spouting the Afrocentric 
and multicultural party line you would 
discover that there is not a single ad- 
vance in any civiliza- 
tion in history that 
cannot be traced di- 
rectlv to Caucasian 

J 

conquest or interven- 
tion. I don’t particu- 
larly care if 
non-European 
“immigrants” react 
badly to being called 
barbarians; they are 
barbarians. They 
come here not to 
build, because if they 
could build, they 
wouldn’t be here\ they 
come here to loot. 
Nor do I desire to 
“bring [non-Europe- 
ans] to our side,” be- 
cause the fact that 
they are here means 
they are already on the side of those 
collectivists who opened the “immi- 
gration” floodgates for them in order 
to dilute an Anglo-Saxon heritage 
that is decidedly intolerant, non- 
egalitarian, and anti-collectivist. I 
would name those who lobbied the 
longest and hardest to open that im- 
migration floodgate, and who defend 
its remaining open the most stridently, 
but doing so would leave me open to 
charges of being “anti-Semitic.” 

I Reserve the Right to Become 
More Intelligent 

H ow carrying an ad for a book 
catalog becomes a “political 
liability” eludes me. Books 
are neutral. Who sells them is irrel- 
evant. Your disapproval of their ori- 
gin does not change their content. I 
could have (had they requested) of- 
fered catalogs with the same (in many 
cases better) books, and you would 
not have uttered a whimper. The Re- 
sister has no political affiliation (that 
anyone these days would recognize, 
anyway), or associations. I am run- 
ning for no office, and I seek no power 
or position. I am an historian in 
search of the truth about the origins 
and causes of America’s destruction, 
because until those origins and causes 


I cannot find a single 
example of any such 
society, including 
America, where the 
“empowerment” (to 
use the Communist’s 
latest bromide) of 
Negroes did not result 
in the evisceration of 
liberty and the collapse 
of civilization into 
barbarism. 
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are identified there is not even the 
remotest possibility of restoring our 
liberty and legitimate constitutional 
government. And I have found that 
the surest way of isolating those his- 
torical causes is to reject in total, 
without qualification, any and all 
Marxist ideology surrounding an is- 
sue and then find out who espoused 
Marxist ideas, what organizations 
advanced them, what the effects of 
them are now and who defends them. 

Which is why, when I write an 
historical article, I carefully document 
my sources and footnote the facts. 
Anyone may, if they take the time and 
trouble, verify the integrity of my 
work. Both the former and the latter 
require books. I don’t care where they 
come from. I buy the books I need 
from whomever has them, and that 
occasionally includes Communists. I 
work in relative isolation. My life 
(what little is left of it) for practical 
purposes is that of a hermit. My books 
are my friends, my research our con- 
versations, and my typewriter the 
record of those conversations. I didn’t 
write the histories I consult. I simply 
pick up the threads and follow the 
research wherever it leads. The truth 
has no ax to grind. If you don’t like 
the direction the research takes, or 
my conclusions, that is not my prob- 
lem. You are not doing my research 
and it is apparent that, from your op- 
position to it, you have swallowed 
whole the Marxist egalitarian lies that 
have caused the very effects in this 
society that you decry as anti-liberty 
and totalitarian using the Left’s lexi- 
con and Marxist egalitarian notions 
while complaining. The “anti- 
tribalist,” “anti-racist” Resister you 
signed on the defend was caught in 
the same ideological trap. This na- 
tion was colonized, founded and cre- 
ated by “tribalists” and “racists.” So 
long as they remained “tribalists” and 
“racists” the nation remained strong 
(despite the Marxist egalitarian seep 
that began to infect it following the 
1848 revolutions in Europe). Today, 
we have strident demands for anti- 
tribalism and anti-racism espoused by 
self-anointed “tolerance” commissars 
from a race who are the most tribal 
and racist on the face of this planet, 
who demand that America becomes 
a “multiracial” cesspool into which 
every Southern hemisphere toilet 
flushes its “diverse” waste. But, they’re 


different, you see; they’re “Chosen,” 
in the tradition ofThe Animal Farm, 
and therefore “more equal” than we 
mere Anglo-Saxon goyim , who are 
targeted for deracination and denied 
the racial identity and tribal cohesion 
they reserve for themselves and their 
scut races while ramming the lies of 
“classless” multiculturalism and Com- 
munist biological egalitarianism 
down our throats. 

Either you are not reading what I 
am saying, willfully ignoring what I 
am saying, or cannot 
be bothered to find 
out if what I’m say- 
ing is true or not be- 
fore you dismiss it out 
of hand. I asked you 
to disprove me. I 
even said that if my 
research, and com- 
mentary on that re- 
search, can be 
disproved I would re- 
evaluate my stand on 
the matter. All I get 
is the same “anti-Semite” parroting in 
response. I have pointed out to you- 
time and again that the Jew invented 
smear “anti-Semite” has never meant 
anti -Jewish, it has always meant anti- 
Communist. You then decry “anti- 
Semitism.” Once again you have 
swallowed uncritically a lie and an 
agitprop theme that inherently under- 
mines your every effort to fight to- 
talitarianism. I don’t care what Jews 
claim their invention “anti-Semite” 
means. I look at what they scream 
about and who they smear with it. 
Historically and contemporaneously 
it has always turned out to be anti- 
communism and anti-Communists. I 
did not invent communism; Jews did. 
I did not invent “multiculturalism;” 
Jews did. I did not invent internation- 
alism; Jews did. I did not invent the 
fantasy of biological egalitarianism; 
Jews did. I did not invent cultural 
Marxism; Jews did. I did not invent 
usury; Jews did. I did not invent pri- 
vately owned central banks; Jews did. 
I did not write the Talmud that scan- 
dalizes Christians and defames gen- 
tiles as non-human; Jews did. I did 
not invent the Protestant “social gos- 
pel” or “Catholic” “liberation theol- 
ogy” which advance communism via 
“Christianity;” Jews did. Are all Jews 
responsible? No. But the “conserva- 
tive” racial kindred of those who are 


responsible are curiously silent about 
the collectivist creations of their 
brethren. Instead of quailing on the 
issue, prove me wrong. Until I am 
proven wrong I will continue to iden- 
tify evil ideas with their ideologues, 
and acts of destruction with those re- 
sponsible. 

I will move away from the “racist 
viewpoint” when race is no longer 
being used as a strategy and weapon 
by America’s Destroyers to, 1) ad- 
vance communism, 2) destroy West- 
ern Civilization, and 
3) deracinate Whites. 
Until then I will not 
mentally lounge in an 
unfocused egalitarian 
utopia which was 
conspicuously absent 
among the founding 
principles of America 
which, not coinci- 
dentally, was stagger- 
ingly free for those 
who created it until 
egalitarianism in- 
fected it. Once again, America was 
created by Whites for Whites. It was not 
created with the intention of being a 
beacon for every Colored race at- 
tempting to flee the squalor inher- 
ently resulting from their heritable 
qualities. It was not founded as an 
egalitarian “mixing bowl” in which 
everybody who decides they do not 
like the consequences of their own 
race’s inability to create, arrives to rock 
back-and-forth holding hands sing- 
ing “We Are the World” while they 
loot us and their “tolerance” commis- 
sars (also aliens) encourage dysgenic 
behavior (i.e., breeding down) among 
Whites. America is that “mixing 
bowl” now, however. As a conse- 
quence it also is now a socialist gulag 
whose decomposing civilization wafts 
the stench of Africa, Mexico, the 
Middle East, and Asia. 

IDoNot Hate... 

I suppose I shouldn’t be surprised 
that you would resort to the lat- 
est Marxist mass propaganda 
theme of “hate” to describe my un- 
ashamed bias toward and preference 
for my own group given that you have 
adhered to the Left’s propaganda 
themes throughout this and your 
other letters. I don’t think you are a 


[America] is now a 
socialist gulag whose 
decomposing 
civilization wafts the 
stench of Africa, 
Mexico, the Middle 
East, and Asia. 
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Marxist by any stretch of the imagi- 
nation. But I do think it is a reflec- 
tion of how deeply and pervasively 
Marxist ideas are imbedded in all in- 
stitutions in America, reinforced daily 
through relentless propaganda cam- 
paigns, that it is automatically as- 
sumed that the defense of their race, 
culture and civilization by Whites 
against organized attacks on them by 
inferiors is reviled as “hate” while the 
destruction of that superior culture 
and civilization by those inferiors is 
lauded as “diversity.” There is only one 
intended target audience for the “di- 
versity” and “tolerance” anti-racialist 
brainwashing themes we are sub- 
jected to daily in all forms through 
our Marxism-ideologue controlled 
media — Whites. There is only one 
intended victim targeted by the anti- 
tribalist proponents of 
multiculturalism — Anglo-Saxon 
culture. And there is only one desig- 
nated sacrifice intended by 
egalitarians to be eviscerated on the 
altar of “equality” — Western Civili- 
zation. In a compromise between civi- 
lization and barbarism, barbarism 
wins. The unceasing demand by our 
self-appointed “tolerance” commissars 
for racial and cultural “diversity” is 
nothing less than a demand for com- 
promise between White civilization 
and Colored barbarism. 

You infer that resistance by Whites 
to anti-White, anti-Western Civili- 
zation collective attacks by tribes of 
barbarians is “stupid, intellectually 
and morally wrong ’ because it. requires 
identification of the groups involved. 
And in lockstep with the Establish- 
ment propaganda machine you call 
resistance by Whites to the barbariza- 
tion of America “hate... on a group 
basis” because the groups attacking us are 
being opposed. For this you claim to 
have no time. I don’t blame you. If 
my sole moral outrage was focused 
on the origin of a 72 page ink smeared 
newsprint book catalog, I wouldn’t 
have much time to defend my people, 
culture, civilization and nation against 
their Destroyers either. 

As to hate: I do not hate. Hate is a 
sloppy, unfocused woman emotion. 
My mind on the origins, causes, and 
those responsible for my nation’s de- 
struction, is a cold, calculated, dispas- 
sionate, open-eyed, perfect, focused 
fury of diamond-like purity. 


The RESISTER 


EPILOGUE 


W hen this series of exchanges 
began it was ostensibly 
over an ad placement in 
The Resister for National Vanguard 
Books, a subsidiary of National Alli- 
ance. It quickly became apparent that 

the NV ad, in and of 

itself, was a collateral 
issue. When I began 
seriously researching 
the origins and causes 
of Americas destruc- 
tion from within (in- 
stead of railing against 


As to hate: I do not 
hate. Hate is a sloppy, 
unfocused woman 
emotion. My mind on 


One of the downsides to identify- 
ing the ideologues who “contribute” 
almost all the ideological filth 
America is choking on while it 
drowns in the socialist cesspool is that 
you invariably get called Bad Names. 
Heaven forbid that anyone, or mem- 
bers any group, should be blamed for 
the waste being laid about us. You’re 
expected to believe it all “just hap- 
_________ pened” as we 

“progress” to a “toler- 
ant” and “diverse” so- 
ciety If you identify 
the Destroyers, and 
point them out to 
others you are “cre- 
ating a climate of 


“what is,” exploring th origins causes , and hate,” and everybody 
how we got here ) 1 © ’ . ^ else — the puttymen 

asked several scholars 


of the Left’s activities 
why, after I over- 
turned a Communist 
rock, Jews scuttled 
away in all directions 
like cockroaches 
while screaming 
“anti-Semite!” as they 
ran for cover of dark- 
ness. I was told, 

“Don’t go there!” 

Call me intrac- ri ■ 

.table, but when I am 
told “don’t go there,” I want to know 
why, and even if you tell me why, I 
am going to go “there” anyway to find 
out for myself if you are right or 
wrong. In the course ofThe Resister’s 
evolution I’ve met several people 
whose lives were destroyed by Jews 
during the course of (what would, 
between Anglo-Saxons, be honor- 
able) business, or because their quest 
for the truth about America’s destruc- 
tion led them “there.” I’ve spoken with 


those responsible for 
my nation’s 
destruction, is a cold, 
calculated, 
dispassionate, open- 
eyed, perfect, focused 
fury of diamond-like 
purity. 


puttymen 
— need to be pro- 
tected from your 
“hate speech” lest they 
too become infected 
and start asking the 
wrong sort of ques- 
tions.The propagan- 
dists, blackmailers 
and extortionists of 
the Anti-Defamation 
League do not call re- 
pressing identifica- 
"" ni "" l,M " tion of the fact that 
every vile, obscene, and execrable 
Communist belief system during this 
century being the product of Jewish 
thought “censorship,” rather they re- 
fer to such repression of truth a call 
for “responsible” speech. 

They , of course, reserve the right 
to define what is “responsible,” and 
they really mean, “shut up and take 
what we dish out.” My response is, 
“No.” 


many editors of mainstream “conser- 
vative” publications who know who 
America’s destroyers are but who ve- 
hemently refuse to identify them as 
Destroyers because the publications 
they edit exist upon Jewish ad rev- 
enue, or the ad revenue of those who 
submit without a squeak to Jewish 
blackmail. You see, it is permitted to 
squawk endlessly about present con- 
ditions (all very amusing and easily 
fobbed off, or simply ignored), but you 
are forbidden to identify who deliv- 
ered us here — you are forbidden to 
identify the ideologues behind the 
ideology. 
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From Trust to Terror 

Radical Feminism is Destroying the U.S. Navy 


by 

Dr. Gerald L. Atkinson 



$15.00 to: 

RESISTER Books 
PO Box 35046 
Fayetteville, NC 28303 


Cash, money order, or check. 
(Allow S weeks for delivery) 


Praise for “From Trust to Terror” 

No matter how inane, or destructive to the military ‘liberal’ and feminist 
social engineering fads are, the Starred Cowards will compel their imple- 
mentation and punish those who dare speak out against the destruction. 

SFC Steven Michael Barry (U SA, Ret.) 

Editor, The Resister 

In his latest book, Dr. Atkinson presents irrefutable evidence that ‘politi- 
cally correct’ policies imposed upon naval aviation... have enforced double 
standards while making a mockery of the truth.... This is a blockbuster of a 
book and a ‘must read’ for patriotic Americans. 

RADM C.A. ‘Mark’ Hill, Jr. (USN, Ret.) 

Former carrier commanding officer and Asst. Chief of Naval Opera- 
tions for Manpower 

CDR Atkinson discloses the U.S. military’s biggest secret, the Stalinist 
atmosphere in which America’s fighting men must now work and suffer, 
forbidden to say what they know is the truth: that women have no legiti- 
mate place on a battlefield or a warship. 

William S. Lind, Host 

‘Next Revolution’ on NET-TV and former staffer to Senators Gary 

Hart and Robert A. Taft, Jr. 


THE NEW TOTALITARIAN S 

- - •: % ~ . •••••.. •' _ • c ■- . ; . 

Bosnia as a Mirror of America’s Future 


Praise ForThis Book 

In the cesspool of inverse morality that 
defines the New Totalitarians, the most 
debased and degenerate of the counter- 
culture elite sank straight to the bottom 
and became its leaders, and eventually our 
government. 

SFC Steven Michael Barry 
(USA, Ret.) 
Editor, The Resister 

[The book] builds a convincing hy- 
pothesis that the Clintons and their 
Boomer elitists... will destroy the institu- 
tions and traditions on which America was 
founded.... 

ADM Thomas 1 1. Moorer 
(USN, Ret.) 

Former Chairman, JCS 

This important book clearly illustrates 
how the politically correct are transform- 
ing Marxism from economics into cul- 
ture... when multiculturalism fails, as it 
always will, the result will be ‘bayonets.’ 
William Lind, Host 
“Next Revolution,” NET-TV 


by 

Dr. Gerald L. Atkinson 

This book reveals how Bill Clinton and his ‘New Totalitarians’ 
are destroying America’s trusted institutions, including the 
nation’s military. Unless turned back, we will witness the collapse 
of our nation and with it our American Civilization.The New 
Totalitarians reveals: 

The true reason Clinton committed troops to Bosnia 

The parallels between Yugoslavia and America 

Who these ‘New Totalitarians’ really are 

The ‘N ew Totalitarians” agitprop agenda 

How they are destroying the U.5. military from within 

$ 20.00 

RESISTER Books 
PO Box 35046 
Fayetteville, NC 28303 

Cash, money order, or check. (Allow 5 weeks for delivery.) 
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Who is Winning? 


LEGAL TERRORISM 


$20.00 to: 


by 

Balint Vazsonyi 

New From Resister Books 


For anybody who dreams of the day 
when Communists twist in the wind... this 
book is a neccssaiy reference. 

SFC Steven Michael Barry 
(USA, Ret.) 

Editor, The Resister 

The Christie Institutes brand of legal 
terrorism will continue until Congress 
corrects the current flaws in RICO. 

Robert K. Dornan 


by 

Dr. Susan L.M. Huck 


With the growth of the more violent incidents of terrorism 
throughout the world, little attention has been paid to a more 
insidious form of activity which Dr. Huck defines as “Legal 
Terrorism.” Dr. Huck defines legal terrorism as a form of political 
warfare... designed to ruin a target’s life... via the courts by filing 
politically motivated civil suits against [patriots]. The primary 
practitioner of legal terrorism has been the Christie Institute... a 
‘liberal’ church-funded tax exempt group. 

$7.00 (softcover) $14.00 (hardcover) 

RESISTER Books 
PO Box 35046 
Fayetteville, NC 28303 


Cash, money order, or check. (Allow 5 weeks for delivery.) 


RESISTER Books 
PO Box 35046 
Fayetteville, NC 28303 

Cash, money order or check. 
(Allow 5 weeks for delivery) 


Mr. Vazsonyi has condensed in a single volume the most articulate, 
succinct, and candid description of how America is being destroyed from 
within that I’ve read in years. When he points at something and says, 
thats the work of Communists, you had better pay attention — he’s “been 
there.” 

SFC Steven M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 

Vazsonyi takes by the horns a problem which tends to paralyze the 
thinking, such as it is, and all action by “nice” people. He calls liberals 
communists. And he will prove it to you. Liberals spout the same doc- 
trines, use the same tactics, claim the same fine- sounding goals, and in 
their hearts, aim for the same evil objective — total power. 

Dr. Susan L. M. Huck 
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The legal effect of these constitutional 
recognitions of the rights of individuals to 
defend their property , liberties , and lives , 
against the government, is to legalize 
resistance to all injustices and oppression, 
of every name and nature whatsoever, 
on the part of government. 

Lysander Spooner, 1852 


The military value of a partisan's work 
is not measured in the amount of 
property destroyed, or the number 
of men killed or captured, but by the 
number he keeps watching. 
John S. Mosby 


HOUSE TO HOUSE 
FIGHTING 

by 

Colonel G.A. Wade, M.C. 

House to House Fighting is the second installment in this years series of 
reprints of Second World War home guard training manuals from The Resisters 
tactical library. Although dated, these manuals reflect a known reality; once 
you bog a modern army down in house-to-house fighting, the technology 
they rely upon so heavily begins to work against them. This series began last 
issue with Defense of Houses, and will follow an escalating sequence to Defense 
of Towns. This series is in response to the militarization of police and federal 
agencies, the US military’s ‘training” for Military Operations on Urbanized 
Terrain in U.S. cities, and our Establishments commitment to disarm us. In 
other words, resistance to their agenda of completing the communization of 
America. ( House to House Fighting has been slightly abridged for formatting 
and to eliminate repetition within the text.) SMB. 


A Fascinating Problem 

I n all kinds of fighting the better 
the training of the men engaged 
the fewer the casualties, but in 
that fierce form of warfare where de- 
termined men encounter each other 
in built-up areas it is no exaggeration 
to say that losses sustained by un- 
trained troops will be more than ten 
times what they would have been had 
they known their job. 

Ignorance has to be paid for in 
blood. 

Now that tanks tend to dominate 
the battlefield, fighting in or near 
houses is likely to increase in fre- 
quency and intensity. You see, tanks 
hat houses because if they get close 
to them they become hemmed in, 
A.W. bombs may be thrown from 
upstairs windows and mines slipped 
under the tracks. The tank’s guns will 
not elevate sufficiently to hit high 
windows and will not depress enough 
to shoot a man creeping from an en- 
try; road blocks ana flame-throwers 


maybe encountered unexpectedly and 
the advantage passes to the defense. 
In other words, the awe-inspiring tank 
loses all its magic in a street and be- 
comes just a lumbering iron contrap- 
tion awaiting final preparation for the 
salvage dump. 

At first glance fighting amongst 
the houses seems to be a bewildering 
business, and no two tactical prob- 
lems look alike. The arrangement of 
the houses, their size, height and rela- 
tive positions all appear to vaiy in dif- 
ferent parts. Streets of all widths and 
degrees of straightness, and entries, 
gardens, squares, side streets, culs-de- 
sac, etc., provide infinite variety. Con- 
sequently when word is received that 
an enemy in unknown strength is 
somewhere amongst it all it seems 
extremely difficult to decide on a plan 
for either attack or defense. 

But, in spite of its forbidding ap- 
pearance, house-to-house fighting is 
capable of simplification and analy- 
sis, and it is quite possible to apply 
certain general principles which will 


quickly point the way to a good plan 
of action which can be followed with 
complete confidence. 

DEFINING THE 
TASK 

T he wise saying of Henry Ford 
that, no matter how big a job 
is, it becomes easy if you split 
it up into a lot of little jobs applies 
very forcibly to house-to-house fight- 
ing — in fact, it gives us our first guid- 
ing principle: 

Every Detachment Must Have 
a Clearly Defined Objective 

uch as: “You will capture and 
consolidate SOUTH side of 
HIGH STREET from BUCK 
INN to POST OFFICE.” Or: “You 
will turn enemy out of THE 
GRANGE and THERE AWAIT 
FURTHER ORDERS.” Or: “You 
will clear all houses on this side of 
the road from here to CROSS- 
ROADS and wait there until relieved 
by ‘B’ Company.” Or: “You will re- 
take the triangle of houses bounded 
by the CANAL, the MARKET- 
PLACE and the RAILWAY.” 

The task given a fighting patrol 
should be well within its power and 
clearly defined by some easily recog- 
nizable features. 

If it can be avoided, a patrol should 
never be sent off into the blue on a 
vague errand, but its job should be 
dear cut , definite , and known to all the 
men. (NOTE: This does not mean 
that the Patrol Leader must not exer- 
cise his discretion. For instance: En- 
emy might not be in the house he 
had been ordered to attack, but have 
moved to the next one. In that case, 
of course, leader would not hesitate 
to act accordingly.) 
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H ouse-to-house fighting lends 
itself to sudden surprise situ- 
ations and the object of the 
patrol is not only to avoid being sur- 
prised but to surprise the enemy. There 
is splendid cover in houses. A score 
of men may be in a house and no 
aeroplane can spot them, and the 
whole lot may come charging out of 
doorways, windows, gateways and 
entries to catch the patrol unawares. 
Every house in a town is a passage 
and every window a loophole from 
which death may come. 

Consequently, the patrol must 
move circumspectly with scouts in 
front of it, scouts covering its flanks, 
and scouts watching its rear. In this 
formation the patrol can cover ground 
quickly and confidently, There is no 
need for the patrol to creep on its 
belly... until the enemy is definitely 
located either by our scouts spotting 
them or by shots being fired. 

Then we come to our next guiding 
principle: 

Never Advance Without 
Adequate Covering Fire 

Y our object in house-to-house 
fighting is to kill the enemy 
without getting killed yourself. 
Consequently, you should aim to be 
as difficult a target as you can whilst 
compelling the enemy to expose him- 
self to the maximum when he tries to 
shoot at you. And before compelling 
him to expose himself you make sure 
that somebody with a straight eye is 
in a position to crack down on him 
the instant he appears. That is what 
is meant by adequate coveringfire. 

Now I will take you where you can 
look straight down Our Street, but 
don’t expose yourself too much be- 
cause there are some Germans in it. 
You see the one peeping out of the 
window on the right-hand side of the 
street? He is not exposing himself too 
much, although he is aiming in our 
direction. That is because he need only 
show his right shoulder and half his... 
head in order to shoot at us. Conse- 


? [uently he is not a very good target 
or our covering fire (Plate IB). 

But look at the Boche on the left- 
hand side of the street. What a dif- 
ference! To aim in this direction he 
has to expose all his head and all his 
chest! (Plate 1A.) 

Now, I ask you, if you were ex- 
pecting to be attacked which posi- 
tion would you take up? The one on 
the right} Of course you would! Con- 
sequently always expect more enemy 
on the right of the street than on the left 
because the enemy usually knows 
which way your attack will come 
from and dispose himself accordingly. 

Of course, if you can do something 
to make him think you are going to 
attack up the street from one direc- 


tion and then, instead of doing that, 
attack from the other end your cov- 
ering party will have a grand time 
because most of the Boches will be 
on the wrong side and consequently 
will have to lean right out of the win- 
dows to shoot at you. 

MAKING HIM 
SHOW HIMSELF 

Keep Close to the Enemy’s 
Side of the Street 

T his compels him to lean right 
out to the fullest extent before 
he can aim at you so that he 
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will be easy meat for the covering 
party before he can get a shot. (Get a 
rifle and try aiming out of a window 
in various directions and imagine a 
crack shot is aiming at you. This will 
soon give you the underlying idea.) 

HOW THE 
SCOUTS ACT 

P late 2 shows a patrol proceed 
ing through a town. Observe 
the progress of the scouts, who 
move by bounds from one point of 
advantage to another. The patrol it- 
self makes steady progress, relying on 
the protection of the scouts and does 
not move by bounds unless under en- 
emy fire. The number of scouts the 
patrol throws out depends entirely on 
the nature of the locality in which it 
is operating. Sometimes a pair in front 
ana a pair in the rear will be adequate. 
Other times there may be a lot of al- 
leys and side streets which will call 
for flank scouts in addition (Plate 3). 


Usually the scouts will be provided 
in equal numbers from each of the 
three sections because if they were all 
drawn from one section it would be 
so weakened that it could not carry 
out its function in attack or defense.... 

You will notice how the scouts are 
disposed to cover all the streets round 
the patrol. The main body and the 
scouts both cover the same distance 
in the same time, but in very different 
style: The former advances steadily 
and unhesitatingly, but the scouts peep 
very carefully from a good lookout 
spot, have a look round and then if it 
is all clear select another point to 
bound to and move there on the double. 
Very good men should be chosen for 
forward scouts, otherwise the 
progress of the patrol is going to be 
far too slow (and slowness is the be- 
setting sin of all fighting patrols). Let 
us follow a fighting scout, keeping 
just behind him to see how he “does 
his stuff” till he makes contact with 
the enemy. 

First he runs across the main street 
and lies flat to look round the corner 


into the side street. Look how slowly 
he pushes his eye round the corner, 
how carefully he scans the windows, 
the roofs, and the road, looking for 
any sign of movement or telltale shad- 
ows. He pulls his head back, waits a 
few seconds and then has another 
look. Ah! He has decided that there 
is no enemy that way and is standing 
up ready to go across. See how clearly 
he makes the signal, “No enemy in 
sight,” (rifle held up at full extent of 
arm, muzzle uppermost). (Plate 4.) 

Now he is running across the side 
street like a rabbit and making his way 
down the main street. All the time 
he is concentrating hard, his mind 
never wanders for a second and his 
eyes dart everywhere. His progress is 
a curious combination of slow delib- 
eration and sudden spurts, and, like a 
hound on the trail, his pal, the sec- 
ond scout, never loses sight of him. 
Right down the street he goes, scru- 
tinizing every house, entry and side 
street, _biit always pushing on quickly 
in the safe places and slowly in the 
doubtful ones. 
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CLEARING A STREET 

No. 1 Section gives covering 
fire. 

No. 2 Section clears houses 
on right of street from house to 
house as shown. 

No. 3 Section clears left of 
street in the same way. 

Notes 

(1) Rear Scouts cover entry 
and protect rear of Section. 

(2) Reserve is close to but 
under cover. 

(3) When half the street is 
cleared Covering Party would 
advance to A1 and Bl. A must 
be in position at A1 before B 
moves. 


CLEARING A ROW OF 
HOUSES 

In this case two Sections are 
available for clearing Houses 1 
to 7, consequently the Sections 
“ leapfrog ” up the street. 

No. 2 Section takes Houses 
1, 3, 5, 7, and No. 3 Section 
Houses 2, 4, 6. 

Notes 

(1) It is here possible to give 
covering fire from a better 
angle. 

(2) The covering party would 
not advance during the clearing 
operation. 


(Did you notice why the scout left 
the wall and walked in the road? To 
avoid the noise which walking over 
that glass and rubbish would have 
made. Why has he stopped? I won- 
der if he hears something in that next 
side street? He has tip-toed to the 
corner and is looking carefully round. 
By Jove, he did not look long! See, 
he is holding his rifle above his head 
at the full extent of his arm and par- 
allel with the ground, muzzle point- 
ing to the front. This means, “Enemy 
in sight in small numbers .” (Plate 5.) 
He is having another look and now 
he is making the same signal again, 
but raising and lowering his rifle, 
which means, “ Enemy in sight in large 
numbers .” (Plate 6.) He is also sig- 
naling “Double.” It looks as if the 
Germans will come around the cor- 
ner any moment now. The second 
scout has passed the signals on to the 
patrol — with whom he has been 
careful to maintain touch — and both 
scouts have darted into houses. The 
patrol has taken cover in those shops 
ready to ambush the enemy.) 

Regarding the distance scouts 
should be from the main body of the 
patrol; this will vary tremendously 
according to the visibility, nature of 
the houses, streets, etc., but the gen- 
eral tendency is for scouts to remain 
too close to the main body. If they do 
this they are not much use, because 
they do not spot the enemy in time to 
protect the patrol against surprise. On 
the other hand, if they get too far away 
they will lose touch. 

The second scout of each pair must 
keep in touch with the patrol and the 
first scout, so that if the former goes 
ahead too fast the second scout should 
halt him for a few moments. Some- 
times the main body of the patrol will 
move down a narrow street with halt 
the men on one side and half on the 
other. 

CLEARING A 
STREET 

Y ou have seen how the scouts 
are used; now let us watch a 
patrol execute a simple task — 
to clear the enemy out of houses on 
both sides of a street. The backs of 
these houses, by the way, are just back 
yards with high walls between them 


so that it is not feasible to attack the 
rear of the houses (Plate 7). Here are 
the orders: 

First — Define the Objective: “You 
will clear the enemy out of the houses 
on both sides of High Street up to 
the crossroads.” 

Second — Arrange the Covering 
Fire: “No.l Section will give cover- 
ing fire from Houses A and B. No. 2 
Section will take up position at X. 
No. 3 Section will take up position at 
Y.” 

Third — Attack With Speed: “As 
soon as No.l Section is ready, No. 2 
Section will advance round the cor- 
ner and enter House No.l. After 
clearing this, they will carry on to the 
next house, and so on to the cross- 
roads. At the same time No. 3 Sec- 
tion will act in a similar way on the 
left side of the street. As soon as No. 3 


Section has cleared half the street, 
covering party from A will move to 
Al, and as soon as practicable after- 
wards covering party from B will 
move to Bl to give closer support. The 
reserve will be keep under cover un- 
til required. Nos.2 and 3 Sections will 
each leave two scouts to prevent sur- 
prise attack in the rear and also shoot 
any enemy escaping from the back of 
houses. I shall be with the covering 
party at A. Any questions? Move? 

FIGHTING 

INDOORS 

Y ou have seen how the scouts 
work and have heard the or- 
ders given to the fighting pa- 
trol. Let us keep with the No. 2 Sec- 
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tion and see how it “does its stuff.” 

First of all, see how lightly they 
are equipped. Steel helmets, fixed 
bayonets, [ammunition] in pockets. 
You will notice they are all wearing 
gumboots or canvas shoes. 1 There are 
tow reasons for that. Firstly, that si- 
lence is at times all-important in 
house-to-house fighting, and, sec- 
ondly, that if men have to run across 
open spaces and stop suddenly at the 
other side, hobnailed boots slip on the 
pavements and cause nasty falls. The 
bulges in their pockets are... grenades 
and, as you can see, two men are with- 
out rifles but carry a heavy sledge- 
hammer and a crowbar instead. These 
are for bashing in doors and break- 
ing through walls. 2 

The Section Leader is waiting ‘till 
he gets the signal that the covering 
party is ready. The Patrol Leader is 
an experienced man and will not send 
any of his men into the occupied street 
‘till he knows that the very second 
any German tries to shoot at them he 
will be fired upon with deadly accu- 
racy. The last thing in the world he 
will allow is an enemy to take lei- 
surely aim at his men, so he will not 
let them move until he is certain about 
the covering fire. There, the Section 
Leader has go the signal, round the 
corner dash the door-smashers and 
crack! crack! go the rifles of the cov- 
ering party. Watch how these two 
men break open the doors. They never 
stand in front of the closed door, for 
fear someone inside shoots through 
it, but they stand on one side and hit 
it obliquely. The section leader 
watches them round the corner, and 


the instant the door breaks open he sends 
forward the men to enter the house, 
but he kept them in safety ‘till he 
knew they could get right inside. 

A lot of casualties are incurred in 
house-to-house fighting by men 
rushing up to a house, finding the 
door closed and clustering round it 
‘till it is burst open. While they are 
gathered there they are an easy target 
for enemies down the street or even 
inside the house (Plate 8). 

Anyway, there was no delay on the 
threshold here, and the section are 
inside the house. How will they pro- 
ceed now? First the Leader posts a 
lookout just inside the front door to 
make sure no Germans sally forth 
from one of the other houses to at- 
tack the section in the rear. Then he 
posts a man to prevent anyone com- 
ing downstairs and the rest of the sec- 
tion starts to clear the ground floor 
and the cellars, working in pairs with 
one man covering the other. If there 
is reason to think the enemy is in oc- 
cupation of a room it is bad form to 
invade his privacy without previously 
handing your visiting card (in the 
form of a... grenade). 

Hand grenades are freakish things, 
and all the enemy may not be inca- 
pacitated, but they are bound to be 
shaken for a second or two. The in- 
stant the bomb bursts dash into the 
room and, if any of the occupants still 
has any [fight in him] left, let him 
have the bayonet. 

Now they have satisfied themselves 
that there are no enemy in the cellars 
or anywhere on the ground floor, but 
it is known that several enemy are 


upstairs, as they have heard moving 
about overhead. The Section leader 
is evidently considering his plan of 
campaign. He knows that, where it 
can be managed, it is better to get on 
the roof and work downwards. This 
amplies more to larger buildings with 
flat roofs. In this case, even if the men 
could get on to the roof without be- 
ing shot by the Germans down the 
street, they would have difficulty en- 
tering, so the Leader is going to at- 
tack up the stairs — not a very 
attractive proposition, but here again 
good covering fire can be given. How? 
Why, by firing up through the ceil- 
ings and floors. The modern rifle bul- 
let has terrific penetrative powers and 
will fly through plaster and floor- 
boarding with the greatest of ease. 
Consequently, rapid fire up through 
the ceilings and floors will be a great 
shock to the Hun above and very 
damaging to his morale. (In fact, a 
well-aimed upward shot may dam- 
age considerably more that his mo- 
rale!) 

Two men are now ready to dash 
upstairs, but how quite the whole 
party has gone! They are listening for 
signs of the enemy on the floor above 
— a creaking board may show ex- 
actly where to fire. Rifles are point- 
ing to the ceilings and the leader 
shouts, “Fire!” (Plate 9.) The two 
bayonet men have bounded up the 
stairs... [and] up go the rest of the 
party except one man left on the watch 
in the hall. Immediately the sledge- 
hammer and crowbar men are get- 
ting ready to attack the next house 
[through the adjoining wall]. (Plate 
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10.) And that it how it is done! All 
according to a definite plan, with de- 
termination and speed, with men 
working in pairs and with covering 
fire always ready. 

METHODS OF 
ATTACK 

W here the enemy is very 
well organized and has all 
entrances to the house 
covered by fire it is better to attack 
him in some way other than from 
outside in the street. 

The Attack From the Roof 

I f the building has a flat roof it is 
always wise to occupy it. Gre- 
nades can be dropped through 
skylights and windows, even down 
chimneys, and they enemy is at con- 
siderable disadvantage if an attack 
comes from above him. By occupy- 
ing the roof you also cut off the 
enemy’s escape and prevent reinforce- 
ments reaching him that way. It is 
usually a good place from which to 
direct covering fire. 

AttackThrough the [Attic] 

S ometimes there is no division 
between semidetached houses. 
If you attack this way take a 
[flashlight] and tread very quietly and 
carefully, remembering what has just 
been pointed out about bullets from 
below. (Plate 11.) 


AttackThrough the Walls 

T his is much easier than it 
sounds (thanks to [modern 
construction methods]). Get 
the crowbar man to start by knock- 
ing a brick out five feet from the floor. 
Then stick a [grenade] through the 
hole; wait ‘till it bursts and then bash 
a hole through and enter as quickly 
as possible. Incidentally, it makes you 
look silly if you stick a hole through 
the dividing wall and the Boche puts 
a grenade through your side first, but 
it amuses your pals and makes them 
think of something flippant for your 
tombstone. To stop this, keep the 
crowbar in the hole until you are 
ready with your bomb, then pull the 
bar out, slip the bomb through and 
put the crowbar in again. It takes two 


to do this properly. (NOTE: Divid- 
ing walls are frequently thinner up- 
stairs and also behind fireplaces.) 

In certain circumstances commu- 
nication from cellar to cellar may be 
best; and if the enemy has been in 
occupation of adjoining houses long 
enough you will find he has already 
made some means of intercommuni- 
cation, probably between cellars. 
(Plate 12.) 

ATTACKING 

HOUSES 

D o Not Use Too Many Men: 
Employ as few men as pos 
sible, remembering that a few 
well-trained, energetic men under firm 
control will accomplish more than a 
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much larger number employed 
loosely. 

Keep Reserves Under Cover: Men 
not actually taking part in the attack 
must be kept under cover . If this is 
not done there will be more casual- 
ties from snipers amongst the reserves 
than are sustained from the attacking 
party! 

Men Should All Know Plan: Plan 
of attack should be known to all the 
men and they should be told that 
whatever happens they are to PUSH 
ON ‘till objective is taken. 

Always Press On: Remember that 
steady progress by the attackers in 
spite of opposition soon demoralizes 
the enemy, particularly in house fight- 
ing where he feels penned in. Press 
on and his fire will get wild and in- 
accurate, and he will not wait for you 
to get to close quarters . 3 

Trip Wires Are Useful: Where 
possible, particularly at night, place 
trip wires across where he will bolt 
and have a couple of bayonet men 
handy. They may get some sport. 

Don’t Lose Momentum: The 
Leader should do his utmost to pre- 
vent the attack losing its momentum. 
If it does it is always very difficult to 
overcome its inertia and get it going 
again. I consider that an attacking 
party has lost its momentum if it is 
tied down to cover and is exchanging 
grenades or shots with the enemy in- 
stead of pushing on to close quarters. 
The moment you lose momentum 
look out for casualties. 

Advance Party Cannot Provide Its 
Own Covering Fire: It is a big mis- 
take to imagine that a patrol or a sec- 
tion moving up an enemy-occupied 
street can provide its own covering 
fire. It cannot. Covering fire should 
be instantaneous and accurate or it will 
be no protection at all. No man can, 
when walking up a street, suddenly 
spot [an enemy], stop, aim and press 
quickly enough to prevent the enemy 
firing. The very fact that a man is 
walking up a street means that he 
must occasionally take his eye away 
from where the enemy maybe to look 
where he is going and that may well 
be the FATAL SECOND. 

Place Covering Fire in Right 
Place: The correct disposition of the 
covering party is more than half the 
battle. Marksmen should be in domi- 
nating positions, such as roofs, up- 
stairs windows, town halls, factories, 


etc., where they have nothing at all 
to do but remain comfortable and 

WATCH OVER THEIR SIGHTS 

for the enemy. 

Use Gardens 4 if You Can: Very 
frequently it is better to take advan- 
tage of the cover furnished by gar- 
dens and buildings to attack the backs 
of houses. It all depends on circum- 
stances, but do not make the mistake 
of thinking that be- 
cause you attack the 
back of the houses 
you are thereby tak- 
ing the enemy in the 
rear. It does not fol- 
low. The back of the 
houses may be the 
enemy’s front. 

Position of the 
Leader: The Leader 
of the Patrol should 
be in some place 
where there is a good 
view. He will not lead the Patrol in 
the attack unless the Patrol as a BODY 
is making an attack on ONE objec- 
tive. His whereabouts should be 
known to the Section Leaders and 
their men, and he should be fairly 
close to the reserve. 

Keep Him on the Jump: Any in- 
vader in this country will be sparing 
of ammunition because his future sup- 
plies are more than problematical; 
consequently, if you can get him to 
waste it by means of dummies, etc., 
by all means do so. A good way to 
keep him on the jump is to screen off 
art of the road. Remember houses 
ave carpets in them and cloths lines, 
and a few of these put up as screens 
during the night so that behind them 
the attackers cross the street without 
being seen will play Hamlet with the 
Germans’ nerves and ammunition sup- 
ply. 

Study the Windows: If you can 
attack houses on the side where there 
are fewest windows do so. 

Use of Smoke: Smoke may be use- 
ful in the attack, but should SEL- 
DOM BE USED TO CONCEAL 
THE ATTACKERS. Far better in- 
duce the enemy to think he is going 
to be attacked from one direction by 
putting down a smoke screen and 
then, when he is popping off into the 
smoke, attack him from another 
angle. Or you mask his field of view 
with smoke while you advance, but if 
you ever have to attack in smoke make 


absolutely certain that all the men 
keep actually IN it, otherwise they 
will be presented to the enemy as 
black silhouettes against a white 
background (“presented” is a good 
word). 

Crossing a Street: When a detach- 
ment is to cross a street under fire 
make sure it can get under cover at 
the other side. Move across one at a 
time unexpectedly, 
and if an automatic 
weapon is firing on 
the street time to get 
across whilst the 
magazine is being 
changed. 

Explosives will 
Help: Explosives are 
useful for blowing in 
doors if there is 
someone in the party 
who understands 
them. (NOTE: A 
grenade will NOT 
blow open a door.) 

Chalk is Very Useful: W hen fight- 
ing in a maze of streets chalk marks 
and instructions written on the walls 
may be most useful, so every man in 
the patrol should have a piece of 
chalk, preferably colored, so that each 
section can recognize its own infor- 
mation by the color in which it is 
written. 

Study the Map: Before the 
“schemozzle” a careful study of 
MAPS and photographs (both air and 
ground) will repay the patrol. 

How to Tackle a Barricade: In 
street fighting you may have to tackle 
a barricade and they are nasty things. 
If it is in any way possible to get round 
it, even at considerable trouble, do so 
rather than attack it from the front. 
Covering fire against a barricade must 
be arranged from as high and close a 
spot as possible so as to get the bul- 
lets well down behind it. A mortar or 
a [grenade launcher] is very useful. 
Sometimes barricades are made of 
inflammable material, and it is pos- 
sible to set them on fire. If you have 
to make a frontal attack try to mask 
the enemy with smoke, but do not 
attack in the first cloud. Let them 
blaze away into it. Then send over 
another and still do not go. Then send 
the third and storm the barricade. 


Plan of attack should 
be known to all the 
men and they should 
be told that whatever 
happens they are to 
PUSH ON ‘till 
objective is taken. 
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MUTUAL SUPPORT 

In the above case. Patrol Leader wished to put a house in 
a state of defence, but he did not care much for Pond Fm., 
although it had clear fields of fire to N., W. and S., because 
there was a covered approach from the bed of the stream 
through the orchard right up to the farm buildings. From 
nowhere within the farm could fire be brought to bear on open 
ground at X. 

Consequently, he went to River Cottage, but here again 
there is a small hill behind which was ground Y which could 
not be covered from the cottage. If enemy got on to the hill 
he would dominate the cottage, so Patrol Leader was just 
about to look elsewhere when he had a bright idea. Why not 
defend them both and make them mutually supporting? 

The cottage covered the approach at X and the farm 
covered the ground at Y. 

This principle of Mutual Support is frequently applicable 
to defence of houses in built-up areas. 


DEFENDING 

HOUSES 

I have first dealt with the attack 
in house-to-house fighting be- 
cause for one thing ATTACK is 
the BEST DEFENSE, and for an- 
other if you master the technique of 
attack you have naturally fitted your- 
self to put up a good defense when 
necessary, because you know how 
your adversary is likely to act. Sup- 
pose you are ordered to put some 
houses into a state of defense. 5 Here 
are some hints. 

Which Way Will the Hun Come? 
Before making your dispositions for 
defense, put yourself in the enemys 
place ana say, “Now how shall I at- 
tack these houses? Where shall I put 
my covering party? On which front 
shall I make my assault? The answers 
to these questions will give you valu- 
able hints about the defense. (Plate 
13.) For instance, you might decide 
that a certain roof would be a good 
place from which to give covering fire, 
so when you worked out your defense 
scheme you would search for a spot 
where the defense could dominate it 
and so deny its use to the enemy. 

Whenever Possible Occupy the 
Roof (Provided it is flat and affords 
cover): This will prevent the enemy 
from surprising you from that direc- 
tion; it may also provide a good O.P. 
or a useful spot for snipers or bomb- 
ers. 

Always Fire From Unexpected 
Places: Remembering the enemy’s 
covering fire, try to arrange things so 
that your own men can shoot from 
all sorts of unexpected places. If pos- 
sible instead of from windows and 
doorways fire from loopholes cut at 
ground level, or from under the eaves. 
Sometimes houses which have base- 
ments have grids in the pavement. A 
man posted beneath one of those 
might have an interesting time if the 
enemy came sneaking along the side 
of the house. It is an excellent prin- 
ciple to have far more loopholes than 
you have men and to change these in 
use periodically. Dummy loopholes 
are invaluable and so are dummy 
heads to show in loopholes. 

Don’t Let Your Muzzle Show: All 
firing positions should be so arranged 


that a man can fire without his 
muzzle showing. Neglect of this 
simple precaution will cost precious 
lives. The German snipers are adept 
in the use of field-glasses and will all 
the time be studying you defenses to 
see which loopholes to shoot at. The 
glint of a rifle muzzle will tell him 
all he wants to know. 

Guard Against Hand Grenades: 
Wire netting is the best defense and 
where there are houses there is usu- 
ally some to be found. Up to two inch 
mesh is quite effective. Cover win- 
dows, loopholes, etc., and any open- 
ing into which the enemy might hurl 
grenades. Failing wire netting, laths 
or boards nailed two inches apart will 
do quite well. Glass should be re- 
moved from windows and they should 
be made to look alike. Thin curtains 
often enable one to see without being 
seen. 

Do Not Get Caught Unawares By 


Fire: As part ofyour defense arrange- 
ments organize what fire-fighting 
equipment you can. You never know 
when or where incendiaries may ap- 
pear in your defenses. Inflammable 
material should be removed from the 
houses as much as possible and taken 
to a safe distance. 

Strut the Cellars: If you put up a 
stubborn defense you may get mor- 
tared or bombed from the air; conse- 
quently, it is wise to have somewhere 
extra strong to keep your ammuni- 
tion, rations , water, cand les , wounded , 
etc. If there is a [yard] or open ground 
near, a few slit trenches would be a 
wise precaution, but site them so that 
they are of no use to the enemy. 

Barricade the Doors: All doors 
should be barricaded and the barri- 
cades should be covered by the fire 
of the defenders. Keep one quick exit 
from the house in case you want to 
make a sortie or the place gets on fire. 


86 


Vol. V, No. 2 


The RESISTER 



Connect the Houses: As soon as 
possible break openings in the divid- 
ing walls and connect up all the houses 
which are to be defended. This will 
help in all sorts of ways, from the 
movement of reinforcements and re- 
liefs to the circulation of rations. 
Loopholes between rooms may be 
useful if the enemy gets inside, but 
make them small, inconspicuous and 
in unexpected places or they may be 
a two-edged weapon. 

Be Sure Cover is Bulletproof: If 
you have not got sandbags fill draw- 
ers and boxes with brick rubble or 
soil and reinforce the walls with them. 
Get a clear idea ofwhat is bulletproof 
and do not be satisfied with anything 
else. Few walls of ordinary houses will 
withstand a burst of machine-gun fire 
at close range, and practically no 
floors are proof against small-arms 
fire from below. 

Allocate to Every Man His Job: 
Be sure that every man knows what 
he should do in making defenses and 
what part he is to play if an attack 
develops. Draw up a roster of look- 
out duties and see that the best pos- 
sible O.P. is occupied. 

Cultivate Keen Observation: As 
part of your training for house-to- 
house fighting practice your powers 
of observation and deduction. A little 
thing changed, something not quite 
right, observed in time may save your 
life. Cultivate the habit of looking at 
everything critically, even ILLUS- 
TRATIONS IN BOOKS, and you 
will find that your ability in this re- 
spect will rapidly develop. 

Learn to Shoot From Both Shoul- 
ders: An accomplishment fairly eas- 
ily acquired is to shoot from the left 
shoulder as well as from the right. 
Practice it. It may make all the dif- 
ference some time. 

Look Out For BoobyTraps: If the 
enemy has been in occupation for any 
length of time LOOK OUT FOR 
BOOBYTRAPS. For some reason or 
other, the Germans take a childish 
delight in devising traps which will 
maim, blind or kill you if you are not 
careful, so while fighting from house 
to house do not touch a thing more 
than you need and be on your guard. 
If, for instance, you see in a house just 
left by the Germans a cat with its tail 
fast in a closed drawer don’t yield to 
your first impulse to release it, but take 
the number of the house, wait ‘till the 


battle is over and then send your 
mother-in-law to attend to it! 


LITTLE THINGS 
WHICH 
MATTER 

T rip wires with tins on the ar- 
ranged to rattle and put in en- 
tries, backyards, etc., may give 
you welcome warning. Barbed wire 
in doorways, etc., and dannert wire 6 
in entries can easily be made impen- 


etrable obstacles and with a little in- 
genuity can be arranged to form a trap 
for the enemy. [Grenades] and 
[satchel charges] have their uses in 
house-to-house fighting, but very 
careful judgment is required, as, for 
instance, a grenade thrown upstairs 
may come rolling down again before 
it bursts, and a fire bomb may start a 
fire which cannot be put out. Inci- 
dentally, when fighting in houses al- 
ways move from cover to cover and 
every moment have in mind where 
you will dart should a grenade or a 
burst of fire come your way. 

When approaching a corner take 
great care that your bayonet does not 
poke out before you look around. 
(Plate 14.) 
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COMMON 

FAULTS 

B efore passing to some illustra- 
tions of house-to-house fight 
ing I would like to indicate very 
clearly the faults to which fighting 
patrols are liable. This is so that you 
can look out for them and avoid them 
like the plague. 

No.l Fault — Lack of 
Determination 

Symptom: A very long time is taken 
in coming to grips with enemy. Cause: 
Plan of attack has not been made 
plain to all the men and consequently 
they are not sure where the enemy is 
or what is the limit of the patrols at- 
tack, so naturally they hesitate. 

Symptom: Exaggerated and pro- 
longed use of cover. Cause: Faulty 
training. So much emphasis is often 
put on use of cover that some men 
get the idea that if they use plenty of 
cover they are doing their whack. A 
very comfortable idea to get, but fatal 
to fighting patrol tactics. 

Symptom: Only a small number of 
attackers reach the objectives. Cause: 
When [prolonged use of cover] hap- 
pens only the hardiest spirits in the 
section get to grips with the enemy, 
and instead of there being ample num- 
bers to dispose of them so many men 
are lagging behind that the attackers 
are in the minority at the critical place 
and moment. 

Symptom: Heavy casualties. Cause: 
If for causes detailed above the ac- 
tion is spun out to over four times as 
long, that means that the enemy has 
four times the time in which to shoot 
at you. But it is worse than that be- 
cause he can be calm and steady while 
he is doing it and much more accu- 
rate. Nothing disturbs the enemys 
aim more than a well- covered, steadily 
advancing enemy. Nothing bucks him 
up more than to get the attackers tied 
down and reluctant to move. 

No.2 Fault — Lack of 
Cohesion 

Symptom: Men become spread out 
into couples or even single men 


widely separated and unable effec- 
tively to cooperate with one another. 
Cause: Bad arrangement of tasks. If men 
have a difficult route to traverse they 
should be allowed more time than 
men who get straight there by an easy 
and sheltered approach. 

Symptom: Parties supposed to do 
a pincer movement do not synchro- 
nize their final rush on to the enemy. 
Result is that enemy takes on each 
party in turn instead of being over- 
whelmed by a concerted assault. 
Cause: Sections have not been given 
a definite time by which to take up 
position for the final assault. Another 
cause is that the man have not been 
told what to do if something unex- 
pected crops up, namely, to PUSH 
ON, WHATEVER HAPPENS. A 

signal to indicate the final charge 
should be arranged. All men know it 
and from where to expect it. 


No.3 Fault — Lack of 
Wariness 

Symptom: The men are all so in- 
terested in scuppering the enemy in 
one house that every man’s attention 
is riveted in that direction so that the 
enemy coming from everywhere else 
can surprise and take them at a ter- 
rible disadvantage. Cause: Lack of 
IMAGINATION. 

Symptom: Whole detachment 
moves into cul-de-sac or goes into a 
house without guarding against an 
enemy closing the bottleneck. Cause: 
Bad leadership and ignorance of el- 
ementary precautions. 

Symptom: Men shout, talk and 
crash about, absolutely inviting en- 
emy attention. Cause: Carelessness 
and bad training. 


PLATE 15 
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WHENEVER THE FIGHT- 
ING PATROL IS IN BEING, NO 
MATTER WHERE IT IS OR 
WHAT IT IS DOING, SCOUTS 
SHOULD ALWAYS BE POSTED 
TO PROTECT IT AGAINST 
SURPRISE. 

A STREET- 
FIGHTING 
EXAMPLE 

(Plate 15) 

H ere is a solution (notice I do 
not say “the” solution, be- 
cause sometimes these tac- 
tical problems have several solutions 
equally good). I give it in the form of 
orders as they should be issued by the 
Patrol Leader after he has called his 
three Section Leaders together at D. 

“No.l SECTION: You will pro- 
vide covering fire for No. 3 Section, 
who will attack from the south — 
that is, from GREEN LANE. Take 
four men to house at bottom of 
ASBURY ROAD, south of GREEN 
LANE (A). 

“Go through the [yards] at the back 
and when you get there keep very 
quiet until No. 3 Section is ready to 
advance by bounds frombrickstackto 
brickstack. When you see they are 
ready plaster the enemy with rapid 
fire while No. 3 Section gets across. 
Send two men along the hedge (C) 
west of the houses: 

“(1) To snipe any enemy they 

see. 

“(2) To look out for hostile 
reinforcements from the west. 

“(3) To bump off any Huns 
running away. 

“After houses are taken you will 
leave a lookout in the house A and 
use the rest of your section as a pro- 
tective screen round Houses Y and Z 
whilst the rest of patrol is blocking 
the road.” 

“No.3 SECTION: You will attack 
the Houses Y and Z from GREEN 
LANE under covering fire from No.l 
Section. Wait here ‘till No.l Section 
is ready and then cross to cover of 
low wall at E. From there advance by 
bounds from brickstack to brickstack. 


“After houses have been captured 
your section will at once block the 
road between the houses. 

“Commence advance in ten min- 
utes from word ‘Move.’” 

“No.2 SECTION : You have heard 
what One and Three Sections are 
going to do. You will take No.2 Sec- 
tion along BANGOR ROAD, and 
keeping well under cover, cross the 
gardens to the fourth block of houses 
UP ASBURY ROAD from GREEN 
LANE (B). 

“Put out a couple of men to give 
covering fire across ASBURY ROAD, 
and when you hear No.3 Section at- 
tack go all out for House Z. 

“After the Houses Y and Z are cap- 
tured you will at once start putting 
them in a state of defense.” 

“All three sections must be in a 

? position to start ten minutes from now. 
f something comes unstuck push on 
at all costs and don’t wait for any- 
thing. 

“Any questions? MOVE!” 

NOTES: 

^OTEHhe modem equivalents would 
be rubber soled boots. 

2 NOTE: The modern equivalent is Flex- 
ible Linear Shape Charge. 

3 NOTE: Anybody who doubts this need 
only review the tapes of those third-rate 
clowns in ATF during their assault on 
Mount Carmel. Cops, in particular fed- 
eral cops, are fundamentally cowards; they 
are more afraid of you than you should 
be of them. The moment they encounter 
determined resistance they hesitate. At 
that very moment you should counterat- 
tack with the objective of killing as many 
of them as possible. Give no quarter. 
You’re going to die anyway. At that point 
you have nothing to lose. Make them pay 
for it. 

4 Yards. 

Although Defense of Houses was last 
issue s article, one should remember that 
during an attack, having seized a house 
or building, it must be prepared for the 
inevitable enemy counterattack to retake 
it. 

6 Concertina wire. 
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With the fantastic aid of the Clinton-Gore administration, 
the Peoples Liberation Army is being converted... into a 21st 
Century military force. It already threatens Taiwan and its 
mainland Asian neighbors. But we must now realize that our 
President and his allies have made it possible for Chinese mis- 
siles to strike portions of the United States. 

Dr. Susan L.M. Huck 

The author points out the huge effort by the PRC to steal 
our technology. As Eftimiades states: “PRC intelligence op- 
erations against the United States have become so intrusive 
that senior U.S. law enforcement officials have publicly identi- 
fied China as ‘the most active foreign power engaged in the 
illegal acquisition of American technology.” 

Frederick N. Smith 


True leadership is exhibited in those personal qualities known 
as bearing, character, presence, honor and sense of duty, how- 
ever you want to define those personality traits they are self- 
existing, not “taught.” True leaders “stand out,” and when they 
are in the midst of “others” it is apparent that they are deferred 
to in judgment and followed in action. They are intolerant, 
judgmental, confident, and (without effort) command respect. 
They are, in their own right, regardless of birth, an aristocracy. 
Such men define Washington and His Generals. 

SFC Steven M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 
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...I drew the tides of men into my hands , 
And wrote my will across the sky in stars. 
T.E. Lawrence 



If we advert to the nature of republican 
government , we shall find that the censorial 
power is in the people over the government, 
and notin the government over the people. 

James Madison, 1794 


Books i^jdviewables 


THE TREASON OF 
HOLLYWOOD 

McCarthy Vindicated 

Review by 
Aida Parker 

Hollywood Party : How Communism Seduced the American Film Indus- 
try in the 1930s and 1940s, by Kenneth Lloyd Billingsley Prima Publishing, 
1998. Hardcover, 365 pages. ISBN: 0761513760. $25.00. 


T here is an old Latin proverb, 
veritas magna est et pravelibit 
The truth is mighty and will 
prevail. Maybe so. Question is: can 
the truth, irrevocably and definitively 
exposed after 52 years, finally prevail 
and bring justice to the memory of 
the most maligned man in modern 
history? That question arises with the 
publication of a fascinating new book, 
Hollywood Party , by Kenneth 
Billingsley. 

It’s subject? The late Joe 
McCarthy, junior Republican Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin, and his hearings 
to investigate Soviet penetration and 
subversion of the US Government, 
labor unions and Hollywood before, 
during, and after WW2. 

Working on KGB documents re- 
covered from Soviet archives — 
which naturally, McCarthy never saw 
— Billingsley discloses just how far 
powerful men and women in 
Tinseltown, the people behind such 
hugely popular box office hits as 
Sparticus , On the Waterfront , High 
Noon , The Philadelphia Story and doz- 
ens more, were prepared to go in their 
efforts to help advance Stalin’s for- 
eign policy objectives, up to and in- 
cluding undermining their own 
country. 


Very early on Stalin identified 
Hollywood as one of his top five US 
targets. Quite correctly Countless 
producers, writers and stars all proved 
willing to combine 
and connive at brain- “ “ 
washing the world 
about the marvels of 
the Soviet system. 

“Message” films such 
as Mission to Moscow , 

Song of Russia, North 

Star and scores of 

other productions did 
more to glorify the USSR than the 
Moscow propaganda machine had 
any hope of doing. 

Where did McCarthy come in? 
What we know now is that in Janu- 
ary 1947 three men went to 
McCarthy’s office with a 100 page 
FBI report detailing Soviet espionage 
activities in the US government. The 
State Department was given that re- 
port sometime before, but ignored it. 
McCarthy, a former circuit court 
judge with a distinguished war record, 
agreed to take the report to the 
American people. So the House Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities 
was born. 

McCarthy did not succeed in ex- 
posing the full ramifications of So- 


viet penetration of US society. What 
he did uncover was sufficient to blow 
the whistle on the most successful 
secret war ever waged by one gov- 
ernment against another. We know 
now that the Roosevelt administra- 
tion was quite literally crawling with 
Soviet agents. 

Unbelievably, the Soviet apparatus 
seeking to subvert America included 
the No. 2 man in the State Depart- 
ment, Alger Hiss; the No. 2 man in 
the US Treasury; Harry Dexter 
White; the No.2 man in the Office 
of Strategic Services (predecessor to 
the CIA) Darna Lee; and, most amaz- 
ingly of all, the No.2 man in the 
White House, Harry Hopkins. In his 
book, KGB: The Inside Story , Oleg 
Gordievsky, disclosed that the KGB 
considered Harry Hopkins a “the 
most important of all wartime agents 
in the US.” 1 

Exactly as with 
the State Department, 
Hollywood was shot 
through with com- 
munists, fellow trav- 


Very early on Stalin 
identified Hollywood 

rt • . c mumsis, ienow uav- 

as one of his top five elers> dupeS) [useful] 
US targets. idiots and agents. The 


j _ HCUA hearings be- 
gan in 1947 and con- 
tinued intermittently until 1956. 
McCarthy stunned the world with his 
charges that communists riddled the 
fabric of the US government, the la- 
bor unions, Hollywood: moles guilty 
of treason, sabotage and subversion on 
the grand scale. 

It was when he moved in on Hol- 
lywood that the smear machine be- 
gan cranking up. 2 He was depicted 
as a political troglodyte, a reckless 
fanatic who caused untold grief and 
injury to innocent persons, who soiled 
the good name if the United States. 
He was accused of using the Big Lie, 
of Red-baiting, of political witch 
hunts, of guilt by association, of dis- 
regard for due process, of using un- 
substantiated charges. 3 
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Was McCarthy wrong in his pur- 
suit of Hollywood Reds? Absolutely 
not. He was instinctively right. There 
was something terribly rotten in the 
whole US system. The real story about 
McCarthy is that he was hated and 
vilified, not because he attacked the 
innocent, but because he successfully 
exposed the guilty. He went after 
card-carrying communists busy assist- 
ing the in the expansionist goals of 
Soviet foreign policy and dedicated 
to overthrowing capitalism. 

Not to its credit, recent disclosures 
indicate that the US government it- 
self displayed great reluctance to re- 
lease information it had held upwards 
of 50 years which would have vindi- 
cated McCarthy and showed him to 
be the victim of an unparalleled char- 
acter assassination instigated and op- 
erated by Soviet agents. 

Through all the whipped-up ha- 
tred, top politicians — right up to the 
President — watched McCarthy's 
career incinerated, did nothing while 
he was hounded to death, all the time 
with ample proof in their hands that 
the Rosenbergs were indeed guilty, 
that Henry Dexter White, Laughlin 
Currie, Alger Hiss and so many more 
were indeed active Soviet agents. 
When taxed on his failure to help 
expose Soviet infiltration of the US 
government, Lyndon Johnson replied 
that he could not possibly associate 
himself with such a campaign: were 
such information to be made public, 
“the Democrats would be driven from 
power for generations.” 4 

A significant figure in subverting 
Tinseltown was one Ella Winter. In 
1938 Winter married wealthy screen- 
writer and fellow communist, Donald 
Ogden Stewart, the man who wrote 
The Philadelphia Story , which earned 
both he and Cary Grant an Oscar. In 
Stewart’s inperial mansion Winter 
pursued her crusade for Stalin, re- 
cruiting such luminaries and Charlie 
Chaplin, Humphrey Bogart, 
Katherine Hepburn, Lauren Bacall 
and Marlin Brando. 

She used her star power to boost a 
host of communist causes, including 
the early campaign to keep the US 
out of the war, leaving Britain to fight 
alone as long as Moscow maintained 
its pact with Nazi Germany. Her main 
effort was to organize a communist 
front, the Conference of Studio 
Unions, designed to bring the whole 


Hollywood work force under one 
umbrella, so gaining a stranglehold 
on the entire industry, enabling them 
to dictate terms to the studio moguls 
and influence film content. 

To get the plan off the ground, she 
needed money. With Stewart, she 
threw lavish parties paid for by 
Moscows San Francisco trade mis- 
sion, where Hollywood’s most glam- 
orous names were plied with drink 
and flattery. Until he had a change of 
heart, James Cagney was one of 
Winter’s biggest draws. By 1941 
Winter’s advocacy of communism had 
won a whole cluster of stars. 

While bombs rained down on Lon- 
don, stars popular in Britain such as 
Cagney, Bing Crosby and Humphrey 
Bogart attended fundraising parties 
thrown by the Stewarts, which helped 
sponsor strikes in ar- 
maments factories 
making weapons for 
British troops. Work 
at the Los Angeles- 
based North Ameri- 
can Aviation, building 
bombers for the 
Royal Air Force, was 
briefly halted after 
Bogart appealed to 
the workers to put 
down their tools. 

One frequent guest 
at the Stuart mansion 
was screenwriter 
Dalton Trumbo, close 
friend of William 
Holden, Bogart, 

Hepburn and 
Chaplin. Trumbo, a 
card-carrying com- 
munist, was the “pro- 
letarian” author of a 
bitterly anti-war 
novel, Johnny Got His Gun , written 
during the Hitler-Stalin Pact and 
when the Communist Party USA was 
working flat out to sabotage US de- 
fense capabilities. By now 
Hollywood’ s highest paid screen- 
writer, Tr umbo’s advancement was 
largely due to patronage by commu- 
nists already entrenched in the studio 
system. 

British audiences who were later 
charmed by Roma?i Holiday , staring 
Hepburn and Gregory Peck, would 
have been less pleased with Trumbo’s 
1941 film, The Remarkable Andrew .It 
was pure propaganda, aimed specifi- 


cally at keeping the US from siding 
with Britain against Germany. Cen- 
tral character was the ghost of the 
American hero, Andrew Jackson, 
played by William Holden, who 
warned against any alliance with a 
country “that’s already licked.” 
When Hitler attacked the Soviet 
Union in June 1941, Stalin instructed 
that Hollywood do an immediate U- 
turn, that it now help end US isola- 
tion and force it into the war. The 
San Francisco KGB 5 Bureau increased 
the flow of cash and by 1943 was dis- 

f jensing $2 million a month to Hol- 
ywooa communists. The directive 
from Moscow to its Hollywood agents 
was not to make blatant propaganda 
films, but rather concentrate on “mes- 
sage” “John and Mary” pictures for the 
masses, pushing socialist thought. 

By 1947, with the 
US government in- 
creasingly suspicious 
of the Soviet Union’s 
ambitions and activi- 
ties, Hollywood fell 
directly under the 
McCarthy shadow. In 
the hearings into 
communist subver- 
sion in Hollywood 
some 400 people — 
actors, actresses, 
screenwriters, pro- 
ducers, directors and 
agents — were iden- 
tified as Communist 
Party members and 
fellow travelers. (A 
ludicrous underesti- 
mate. The figure was 
many times higher, 
nowhere more so 
than in the “Holly- 
wood Kremlin,” 
MGM, then the city’s most impor- 
tant studio.) 

In public, CPUS A leading lights 
made the inquiry and issue of free 
speech. They played down their sup- 
port for Stalin and argued that the 
US government was trying to destroy 
their artistic and political expression. 
Typically, communist fronts were set 
up to defend them and agitate on 
their behalf, painting them as great 
humanitarians, idealists, dedicated to 
justice, high ethics, and a better world 
for all, ad nauseam. 

The ploy worked. When 19 al- 
leged communists were called to 


When taxed on his 
failure to help expose 
Soviet infiltration of 
the US government, 
Lyndon Johnson 
replied that he could 
not possibly associate 
himself with such a 
campaign: were such 
information to be 
made public, “the 
Democrats would be 
driven from power for 
generations.” 
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Washington to testify, Katherine 
Hepburn flew them there in her own 
plane, along with Lauren Bacall, 
Gary Cooper, Humphrey Bogart, 
Robert Taylor and Burt Lancaster. On 
his return, Bogart at least had mis- 
givings about the group and their 
highly publicized trip, saying it was 
“ill-advised, even foolish... I am sorry 
I did it and now I see I was duped., 
that I was a victim to the communist 
conspiracy. It won’t happen again.” 

Appearing before the McCarthy 
inquiry, nine of the 19 witnesses were 
cooperative, ten refused to answer 
questions about their CP membership 
and related activities, citing as justifi- 
cation the First amendment and right 
of freedom of association. Every one, 
in carefully rehearsed posturing, was 
defiant, obstreperous, huring all kinds 
of charges and invective against the 
committee. 

Termed “hostile witnesses,” they 
quickly became known as the “Hol- 
lywood Ten.” In November 1947 they 
were all found guilty of contempt and 
sentenced to a year in prison. The 
KGB instructed them to surrender, 
while outside all would be done to 
proclaim their innocence and to de- 
cree them martyrs. They were writ- 
ers Alvah Bessie, Lester Cole, Ring 
Lardner, Jr., John Howard Lawson, 
Albert Maltz, Samuel Ornitz, Adrian 
Scott and Dalton Trumbo, director 
Herbert Biberman and producer-di- 
rector Edward Dmytryk. 6 

Unfortunately, as we say, the Con- 
gressional interrogators and FBI in- 
vestigators failed to penetrate the real 
depth of communist subversion in the 
film capital. Basically, not much was 
learnt about party operations in Hol- 
lywood, largely because none of the 
cooperative witnesses had ever been 
in the Party. Misled by double agents 
in their midst and false information 
peddled by the KGB, McCarthy left 
many Soviet sympathizers in key po- 
sitions in Hollywood, with far reach- 
ing influence that affects the industry 
to this day. 

Enough was achieved, however, to 
provoke strong public reaction. 
People stayed away from the cinemas 
in droves. Films which featured 
known fronters and leftwingers, or had 
some association with the Hollywood 
Ten, were picketed. The industry lost 
millions. It was after this that the stu- 
dios announced they were going to 


blacklist CP members and fellow 
travelers. 

The archive material used by 
Billingsley shows that all those 
named by McCarthy were indeed 
communists and radicals taking their 
instructions from Moscow. Some 
were hardcore 
Stalininsts who de- " 
fended the Soviet dic- 
tator even after his 
atrocities became im- 
possible to deny. 

Reflecting atro- 
cious misjudgment, 
leading US liberal 
papers such as The 
New York Times and 
Washington Post 
joined the manufac- 
tured and scurrilous 
attack on McCarthy, 
charging him with 
lacking elementary 
ethics, that he in- 
criminated individu- 
als on often trumped ... .... 
up charges that ap- 
pealed more to emotion than to rea- 
son. But by then most of the overt 
communists had quietly ditched their 
overt support for the USSR; but con- 
tinued to find ways of promoting 
communist propaganda in dozens of 
films, from Born Free to Easy Rider. 

On his release, Trumbo moved to 
Mexico and worked steadily 
throughout the blacklist, writing Ro- 
man Holiday , The Green Eyed Blond, 
Sparticus and The Brave One , which 
won an Oscar in 1956 for his pseud- 
onym, Sally Stubblefield. Once 
“McCarthyism” and the blacklist died 
down, Hollywood went out of its way 
to rehabilitate the Ten. In 1997 there 
was a gala ceremony, “Holywood 
Remembers the Blacklist” at the 
Shrine Auditorium, home of the Os- 
cars. 

What cannot be disputed today is 
that McCarthy performed a brave and 
most valuable service for his country. 
As a reward he was made the object 
of the most venomous, most long- 
lived campaign of vilification ever 
directed toward an American in pub- 
lic life. Little was done to deal with 
the vital issues he raised 52 years ago 
and the lib/left continue to stamp on 
his grave to this day. 

Perhaps worse, the hysteria built 
up around McCarthy left a residual 


Today, “McCarthyism” 
is still a scarlet “M” 
word used by the left 
as a trump card to 
terminate debate and 
intimidate adversaries. 

Used as a spear to 
paralyze all opposition 
of communism, it has 
become communism’s 
best friend. 


reluctance to investigate or even dis- 
cuss the problems of subversion and 
disloyalty, as was dramatically re- 
flected in the Clinton impeachment 
proceedings. It also results in an ero- 
sion of the political center. Anti-anti- 
communism became more prevalent 
and respectable than 
— ” — anti-communism*. 

the latter being pro- 
jected as an anti- 
quated and dangerous 
ideology. 7 

Today, 
“McCarthyism” is 
still a scarlet “M” 
word used by the left 
as a trump card to ter- 
minate debate and in- 
timidate adversaries. 
Used as a spear to 
paralyze all opposi- 
tion of communism, 
it has become 
communism’s best 
friend. 8 Will the US 

— ■ i ■ ■ Senate now vindicate 

McCarthy? Don’t bet 
on it. McCarthy himself has become 
the chief victim of “McCarthyism,” a 
media-generated synonym for indis- 
criminate and unsubstantiated allega- 
tions. 

And still the struggle goes on. 
America today could use another dose 
of McCarthy. 
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THE MARTIAL 
NOBILITY 

by 

SFC Steven M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 

Washington and His Generals: Volume I, by J.T. Headley. The Academy 
of Honor rress, PO Box 253, Yorklyn, DE 19736, 1998. (Reprint of 184/ 
volume.) Notes, illustrations. Cloth. $46.00. 


Opening Essay 

T here is one certain way to de- 
stroy the concept of national- 
ity in the mind of the citizenry; 
over the course of several generations; 
deride, debase, and denigrate not only 
the principles upon which your na- 
tion was founded, but also the lives, 
reputations, and honor of the Great 
Men who, risking all, founded the 
nation. That has been the pattern of 
works on American history since the 
turn of the last century when Marxist 
“historians” such as James Harvey 
Robinson, Harry Elmer Barnes, and 
Charles A. Beard began applying the 
Marxist system of “historical critique” 
to Americas founding, and its 
founders. Beards histories are par- 
ticularly obnoxious. He contended that 
the Constitution of the United States 
was a “great conspiracy” by the prop- 
ertied class to deprive the “common 
man” of the “democracy” they had 
fought for. Beards contention (still 
expounded upon today in what pass 
for “schools”) was that the American 
Revolution pitted the “common man” 
against the English propertied class 
in a “class struggle” to raise “human 
rights” over property rights. This 
trend has degenerated to the point 
where children are now brainwashed 
to feel that the paltry, pathetic and 
utterly meaningless “contributions” of 
Negroes and females during the 
Revolution far outweigh the inspira- 
tion, will, and principled actions of 
those “dead white males” who orga- 
nized and led the Revolution. And you 
will even find, in the Ivory Womb, 
“history” professors who will contend 


that the Constitution is a “racist” 
document. (When I was working on 
my history degree, my response to that 
statement was always, “So what?” I 
worked hard for my degree.) 

Those “popular” views of the Revo- 
lution are, to be blunt, thoroughgo- 
ing lies. Great Men 
digested the philoso- 
phies and wrote the 
pamphlets that in- 
spired revolt; as- 
sembled and rose 
against tyranny; and 
lead a revolution out 
of a sense of duty to 
their class and its 
propertied interests 
from which their 
rights as Englishmen 
derived. That the 
“common man” fol- 
lowed them in revolt 
was a matter of 
course. The “com- 
mon man” Mil follow 
anyone who leads. 

Because, you see, 
those Great Men 
who lead the Revo- 
lution were bred to the task. They 
were, to put not too fine an edge on 
the point, of the English aristocracy. 
Those Great Men were reared to 
lead, educated to lead, their position 
in society obligated them to lead — 
and lead they did. The American 
Revolution was not made by cobblers, 
smiths, wrights, yeomen or mer- 
chants. It was made by a transplanted 
English aristocracy. In other words, 
the propertied class. Why do you 
think the phrase “our Lives , our For- 
tunes and our sacred HonoF concluded 


the Declaration of Independence? 
[Emphases added.] Is that something 
a wright or a smith would declare? 
Hardly. If a wright looses everything 
participating in revolution he moves 
on to the next town and trucks his 
manual skills to the highest bidder. 
If an aristocrat looses everything lead- 
ing a revolution he swings from a gib- 
bet. In the former case, because the 
common man is a follower, his re- 
bellion against authority maybe par- 
doned. In the latter case, because the 
aristocrat is a natural leader, his re- 
volt against the established order is 
unpardonable if he loses, but suffi- 
cient to wrest concessions if he wins. 

Our histories are so thoroughly 
suffused with Marxist classless egali- 
tarian drivel that it is not popularly 
understood that the Magna Carta, 
inspired by the archbishop of Can- 
terbury, Stephan Langton, signed by 
King John at Runnymede in 1215 
under duress of baro- 
nial revolt against 
John's military in- 
competence, was a 
list of the unalienable 
rights of the barons 
(i.e., those lesser 
nobles granted land 
and title by virtue of 
their martial or other 
honorable service 
and who sat on the 
Great Council), those 
who were summoned 
(not voted for) to par- 
liament by Royal wit 
as noble peers. That 
the Magna Carta 
passed benefit to free- 
holders and yeomen 
was ancillary; its pur- 
pose was to secure the 
personal liberty, lim- 
its to taxation, definition of temporal 
and ecclesiastical jurisdictions, and the 
property rights of the landed aristoc- 
racy. Nor, contrary to popular propa- 
ganda in the so-called patriot 
“movement,” did Magna Carta extend 
equal rights to all. It extended to all 
only the protection of the common 
law liberty of due process, which con- 
firms to men in a hierarchical society 
only their own liberties and posses- 
sions, however many or few of either 
they may possess. Those with lands 
had more liberties and rights than 


That the Magna Carta 
passed benefit to 
freeholders and 
yeomen was ancillary; 
its purpose was to 
secure the personal 
liberty, limits to 
taxation, definition of 
temporal and 
ecclesiastical 
jurisdictions, and the 
property rights of the 
landed aristocracy. 
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those without, with the exception to 
all of common freedom from arbitrary 
proceeding. The common law prin- 
ciple of liberty embodied in the Ma- 
gna Carta was antithetical to equality. 
Liberty and property were synony- 
mous . 1 In no small measure title and 
land were bestowed on the basis of 
martial prowess. Fighting was the 
very purpose of the nobility and the 
feudal England that gave birth to the 
Magna Carta, parliament, and 
England’s unwritten constitution was 
very much a stratocracy . 2 

True that by the time the Ameri- 
can colonies rebelled against England 
the aristocracy had been in decline 
for well over a century, particularly 
with the rise of the merchant class 
and the raising of professional armies, 
however, governance was still largely 
property based and therefore still more 
or less gentry centered, even in the 
colonies. What made the American 
colonies unique was its frontier. The 
availability of (relatively) cheap land, 
or even grants of free land to open a 
frontier, meant that even a freeholder 
or yeoman, under Magna Carta and 
common law liberty, held rights in 
common with the gentry and there- 
fore interest in common with the gen- 
try to preserve those rights. There 
were still distinctions of class but 
there was no American nobility of 
title. There was however a nobility 
of land, wealth, education and lead- 
ership, primarily gentry centered . The 
American Revolution was therefore 
every inch a “revolution from the top.” 
Yet, one aspect of nobility cut across 
all class distinctions among the revo- 
lutionists of all classes; whether the 
high born who inspired it, defined it 
and lead it, or the low born who 
fought it — the spirit of honor. 

Which brings us to J.T. Headley’s 
excellent work, Washington and His 
Generals. 

Leadership 

H ad the American Revolution 
been led by the quality of 
men who now “lead” our 
standing army the Revolution would 
have been set down in history as a 
quaint spectacle in the evolution of 
the British Empire. Due to the thor- 
ough suffusion throughout society of 
the Marxist notions of environmen- 
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tal-behaviorism defined by Watson 
and Dewey, and the Lysenkoan idi- 
ocy of biological-egalitarianism , 3 it is 
assumed in the Army that anybody 
can be “trained” to be a leader much 
in the same manner that a dog can be 

trained to do tricks. 

The whole system is 
rather farcical and it 
is not at all uncom- 
mon the see a com- 
pany grade officer 
reading such inspir- 
ing works as Leader- 
ship Secrets ofAttila the 
Hun , or some such 
drivel, and then in- 
flicting his newly ac- 
quired “leadership 
skills” upon his inno- 
cent subordinates. 

The whole system is 
so surrealistic and 
blatantly artificial 
that it requires the 
punitive legal struc- 
ture of the Uniform 
Code of Militaryjus- 

tice to enforce it and — ■n . —r 

make it work. With rare exceptions 
my label for the Army’s “leadership” 
is the Oafisher Corps. 

True leadership is exhibited in 
those personal qualities known as 
bearing, character, presence, honor 
and sense of duty; however you want 
to define those personality traits they 
are self-existing, not “taught.” True 
leaders “stand out,” and when they are 
in the midst of “others” it is apparent 
that they are deferred to in judgment 
and followed in action. They are in- 
tolerant, judgmental, confident, and 
(without effort) command respect. 
They are, in their own right, regard- 
less of birth, an aristocracy. Such men 
define Washington and His Generals. 

“Washington,” remarks Headley in 
his preface, “standing amid his band 
of patriot generals, is to me the 
sublimest spectacle the history of the 
world furnishes. In watching them as 
they moved together through the 
long midnight that enveloped our 
prospects, one finds something more 
to record than the chivalrous deeds 
of brave ambitious men, or the tri- 
umphs of disciplined armies: there is 
the enthusiastic love of liberty, un- 
conquerable resolution, the firm re- 
liance on Heaven, together with all 
that is good and heroic in action. Risk- 


ing their fortunes to gain, it might 
be, a halter 4 — enduring privations, 
sufferings, and years of toil for the sake 
of principle — they present a group 
on which they eye rests with ever in- 
creasing admiration. [Emphases 

added.] 

As I write this, my 


As I write this, my eyes e >' es are restir ?g on 

. J various portraits <■>* 

are resting on various 


portraits of 
Washington and his 
generals, and 
photographs of those 
generals who now 
“lead” our Army. The 
former do indeed 
compel “increasing 
admiration;” the latter 
remind me of grocery 
clerks. 


of 

Washington and his 
generals, and photo- 
graphs of those gen- 
erals who now “lead” 
our Army. The former 
do indeed compel 
“increasing admira- 
tion;” the latter re- 
mind me of grocery 
clerks. 

Washington did 
not accept command 
of the Continental 
Army out of personal 
ambition (he had al- 
ready lead a division 
during the French 
and Indian War), 

- “ [D] eclaring publicly 

on the floor of Congress, that he did 
not think himself equal to the com- 
mand he was honored with;” nor out 
of expectation of personal gain (he al- 
ready had his plantation); he accepted 
command, reluctantly, out his sense 
of duty, personal honor, and his com- 
mitment to the cause of liberty, hav- 
ing declared as delegate to the first 
Congress; “That no man should 
scruple or hesitate a moment to use 
arms in defense of so valuable a bless- 
ing is clearly my opinion.” (Can you 
imagine one of our Starred Cowards 
opposing socialism and saying the 
same thing in defense of liberty in 
Congress today? I cannot.) 

“To bring harmony out of the dis- 
cord that prevailed,” summarizes 
Headley, and “produce strength from 
weakness, and create resources where 
they did not exist, was the work as- 
signed to George Washington.” And 
no matter his tribulations or triumphs 
during the course of the Revolution, 
he remained “the same self-collected, 
noble-minded, and resolute man.” 
Headley’s accounts of 
Washington’s Major Generals 
(Putnam, Montgomery, Arnold, Stark, 
Schuyler, Gates, Steuben, Wayne, and 
others), aside from their personal ex- 
ploits, carry a persistent theme that is 
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the very basis of his book: the char- 
acter of the men that led their nation 
in revolution. No doubt “psychia- 
trists,” priests of an obscene religion 
who lift degeneracy to normalcy then 
create degeneracy where none existed 
before, would have a field-day 
deconstructing the lives and charac- 
ter of those Great Men. But Headly 
was writing when the exploits and 
character of Great Men were revered 
because they triumphed in the cru- 
cible of history; and what are now 
derided as “character flaws” (such as 
personal honor, discipline, persistence, 
duty, inurement to hardship, calm in 
the presence of danger, unashamed 
manliness and piety) were once con- 
sidered the virtuous traits of Great 
Men; men who expected and de- 
manded no less from their subordi- 
nates. 

In todays Army one looks in vain 
for real men with true leadership. 
What you find instead are psycho- 
logically castrated eunuchs who have 
“values” training instead of personal 
virtue, “consideration of others” train- 
ing instead of personal honor, “infi- 
nite respect for others” training instead 
of personal integrity, and “selfless ser- 
vice” training instead of personal duty. 
The “leadership training” list goes on. 
That is what happens when civilians 
are permitted to control the military,” 
when females are permitted to “re- 
think” the martial culture, and the low 
born and venal are visited with flag 
rank. Note the trend of our military 
“leaders” comparing themselves with 
Washington, Lee, MacArthur, or 
Patton. Note that the latter did not 
compare themselves with anybody. 

If you want to know why the so- 
called “patriot movement” and “na- 
tionalist movement” are Adrift 
(rudderless, dead in the water) read 
Washington and His Generals. Compare 
the character of the Men who lead 
the American Revolution of 1776 
with the character of the “men” who 
today claim leadership in the resto- 
ration of our Constitutional Repub- 
lic. 


NOTES: 


Borman F. Cantor, The Civilization of 
the Middle Ages. New York, Harper, 1994. 
Page 452 ff. 


Government by the army... a polity in 
which the army is the controlling power. 
OED, 2nd edition. 

3 See: Roger Pearson, Race, Intelligence 
and Bias is Academe , Scott-Townsend 
Publishers, PO Box 34070, N.W., Wash- 
ington, DC 20043. Chapter 2, “The 
Legacy of Marx, Mannheim and 
Lysenko,” is an excellent overview of 
those baseless notions and their conse- 
quences. 

4 Note from Headleys text: “Halter — a 
noose: the English Government called 
them traitors and vowed to hang them.” 
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RESTAURANT 

REVIEW 

“Is Everything Okay?” 

by 

SFC Steven M. Barry, USA (Ret.) 


I have walked through the gates 
of restaurant Hell. The scroll 
chiseled on the arch reads, 
“Friday ’s.” I was sent there by the 
uniformed doorman at the hotel 
where I was staying. He could not be 
found when I returned, exhausted, but 
still in possession of my Soul. 

An inquiry at the desk. “We don’t 
have a doorman.” 

Have you ever walked into a res- 
taurant and had your skin crawl? Go 
to “Fridays.” It’s one of those chain 
yuppie places that plays random Af- 
rican noise on a loop-tape, and whose 
“servers” greet you with, “I love this 
‘music’.” I’ve always wondered why 
the eyes of yuppies are dead and un- 
comprehending. Now I know. They 
eat at “Fridays.” 

When I walked through the door 
I knew things were “not right.” The 
“customers” (denizens would be a 
more apt description — they never 
leave; they cannot, they are the 
Damned) cringed in little groups 
awaiting the next round of torture 
from their “servers.” My impulse was 
to flee, but a morbid fascination with 
yuppie “culture” compelled me to 
choke down my bile and await my 
punishment. There was no “greeter.” 
The leering “servers” huddled in a 
corner casting sideways glances in my 
direction. Finally, a “server” detached 
itself from the coven and descended 
on me. 

“Hi! I’m Wanda, welcome to 
Fridays,” it grimaced under its hat. It 
beckoned me to follow and moved off 
lurching to “the music.” Fighting the 
terror welling within me, I obeyed. 
“Your ‘server’ will be right with you,” 
it threatened, and vanished. I was 
alone with “the music.” Cautiously 
glancing at the walls, I understood 
that I was in one of the lower pits. 


An eight man scull tilted off one wall. 
(Yuppies seem to be drawn to restau- 
rants with sculls on the wall; I do not 
know why.) There were meaningless 
pictures of “famous sports figures” 
nobody ever heard of, and more pic- 
tures of “significant events” that never 
occurred. 

I turned around. A huge misshapen 
beast loomed over my table. The 
scream froze in my throat. “HI! My 
name is Doreen, I’ll be your ‘server’ 
tonight.” My hand reflexively went 
for the knife (doomed — still wrapped 
in the napkin!: I always unwrap the 
knife first thing; “the 
music” had dulled my 
senses). Normally, I 
tell “servers” to go 
away and fetch a 
waitress; I will not be 
waited upon by the 
Sexless. However, 
unarmed and needin 
room to maneuver, 
ordered a beer so it 
would go away and I could recover 
my wits. 

A glance at the menu. I always 
order beef. Beef is food. Everything 
else is a snack or what food eats. I am 
rather proud of counting myself at the 
top of the food chain, where we do- 
mesticate, breed, and slaughter our 
food without the “struggle for sur- 
vival.” Scanning the room I noticed 
the denizens casting furtive looks in 
my direction. There was no telling 
what passed for “beef” here; I ordered 
Salmon to be safe. This seemed to 
disappoint Doreen, but it obeyed and 
got its revenge by actually bringing 
it. 

Ignoring what food eats and some- 
thing that vaguely resembled a po- 
tato,! tried the “fish.” Tasteless; after 
a half-dozen bites the nausea set in. 


Doreen reappeared, croaking, “Is ev- 
erything okay?” (I loath that: I always 
tell waitresses to leave me alone; I 
neither require nor desire a servant 
to interrupt me while I am eating. I 
tell them, either wait upon me in the 
traditional sense or go away. Failing 
that, if I need something I will sum- 
mon you.) 

“No, bring the bill,” I said. It stood 
there, uncertain, its grimace sinking 
at its spittled corners. The other “serv- 
ers,” sensing Doreen’s plight (“they,” 
being pack creatures, are empathetic, 
and if they are proximate long enough 
their secretions synchronize), began 
ranging randomly about the room, 
impelling themselves on the denizens 
who timidly assured their “servers” 
that “everything is okay.” I mean, what 
choice did they have? Doreen backed 
away: “I’ll get the manager.” I don’t 
want the manager, I said, I just want 
the bill; I ate some, I’ll pay for it, get 
the bill. “I’ll get the manager,” it said 
as it removedrny plate, then demate- 
rialized. 

The manager materialized in its 
place. It saw my haircut. “You in the 
Army,” it asked? (What it is about 
“the people” that 
compels them to pry 
into one’s personal 
life has always eluded 
me.) “Just give me 
the bill,” I said, dif- 
fusing small-talk. “If 
your ‘meal’ was not to 
your satisfaction...,” 
it continued, unsure 
of its ground without 
small-talk. It became obvious that I 
would never get away by paying the 
bill, which I was carefully reading to 
make sure “Soul” was not listed 
among the items. “Look,” I said, “if I 
don't pay the bill, may I leave?” This 
question seemed to confuse it. “Um, 
yeah, sure.” I did not pay. I left. 

I was outside, still hungry, but 
gulping freedom. I did not fear pur- 
suit. “Servers” cannot leave their Hell. 
The denizens were looking out the 
window at me, despair and agony on 
faces pregnant with the question, 
“How did he escape?” I could see the 
“servers” inside, making sure “is ev- 
erything okay?”. 

It’s like that everywhere in yuppie 
restaurants. I despise them. There is 
a long list of them; Bennigan’s, 
Darryl’s, ad nauseam , they all seem to 


Normally, I tell 
“servers” to go away 
and fetch a waitress; I 
will not be waited 
I upon by the Sexless. 
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have apostrophe-s in their name. I 
think “the people” really believe 
Bennigan or Darryl, etc., own them. 
They all have Talmudvisions flicker- 
ing at you from every angle. Watch 
the mob that frequents them. They'll 
always have one eye glued to it. If you 
are stupid enough to let anybody 
know your birthday the “servers” will 
troop in and sing ^Happy Birthday” 
to you because they are “excited,” you 
see, and “care.” In the more trendy 
places they torment you in rap. As an 
indication of how rotten our “diverse” 
society has become, yuppies appear 
to enjoy that; women more than men. 
Women like yuppie restaurants. (Go 
figure). 

And as an example of how utterly 
debased and degenerate is our soci- 
ety, if you are unfortunate enough to 
require use of the mens facilities, you 
will find “Baby Changing Stations” 
in them. As if that was “perfectly nor- 
mal” and as if they had always been 
there. Never mind that in any given 
yuppie restaurant all you’ll find is bi- 
ped male hominids pretending to be 
men, and biped female hominids 
(trawling their nets behind them to 
be cut loose the instant anything is 
stupid enough to swim into them) 
desperately aping women. It used to 
be called “c*** teasing.” Why young 
females are permitted to run around 
loose and unsupervised has never 
been adequately explained. 

When I am traveling I will go out 
of my way to find a “mom & pop” 
place. The food is real and does not 
taste like paste. The people are who 
they are and exhibit no pretenses. You 
can tell the waitress (mom & pop 
places still have sex-differentiated 
humans performing appropriate 
roles), “leave me alone,” and she will 
do as she is told. You don’t get that 
type of service unless you are eating 
in a five-star place. 

Push come to shove there is al- 
ways Waffle House. It’s like a mess 
hall. No surprises. And the beauty of 
it is that the entire place is the “smok- 
ing section.” Years ago Waffle House 
told the anti-tobacco freaks to go 
“take-a-flying-leap-at” themselves. 
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The RESISTER 


THE 

PARTISAN 


The Journah of the 
American 

TIIE TINE FOR 

IS OVER! 

In the struggle against tyranny, knowledge is your most powerful! 
weapon. At last there is a rational, objective, in-depth journal with 
cutting edge information dedicated to those who think freedom is 
worth fighting for. 

The Partisan is a new magazine that satisfies a growing desire for a rational, objective, cutting edge 
publication dedicated to those Americans concerned with issues of individual freedom. 

The Partisan will have an editorial policy of staunchly defending the entire Bill of Rights and not 
just the Second Amendment. Although The Partisan will take a no-compromise stand on moral and 
philosophical issues relating to freedom The Partisan wants to make it quite clear that it will not enter- 
tain nor tolerate any form of racism, Anti-Semitism, patriot mythology or conspiracy theory paranoia that 
has unfortunately tainted that part of our culture concerned with issues of freedom, survivial and fire- 
arms. 

In addition to reviewing weapons and equipment The Partisan will also have articles on tactics, 
preparedness and fieldcraft. The Partisan intends to break new ground with its in-depth reporting on 
p olitical and philosophical issues as they relate to individual freedom. 

Yes, I’m ready to join in the fight for freedom. 
Please send me a one year (four issues) sub- 
scription to The Partisan for the introduc- 
tory rate of only $19.95. (cash or check only) 

The Partisan 
P.O. Box 1085 Dept.TR 
Longmont, CO. 80502 

WWW.PARTISAN.COM OR UZl1@FRII.COM 
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